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that already several of the leading vestries have pronounced 
decisively against such trial. The Building Societies Associa- 
tion (as we learn from the Zimes) have stated to the London 
County Council that it is very undesirable to make the county 
of London the first district to be experimented on ; and we have 
reason to believe that the report of the Institute of Bankers 
does not greatly differ in effect. And it is now tolerably well 
known throughout the country that the Council of the Incor- 
porated Law Society have resolved, in reply to the enquiry of 
the county council, to report in the same sense. We do not 
think that this action on the part of the Council should be as- 
cribed to any desire to favour the interests of London members 
of the Society in opposition to those of country members. The 
Council being asked to state their opinion on the specific 
question of whether the experiment should be tried in London, 
and knowing the almost universal opinion of London solicitors 
on the subject, could hardly decline to express their view. The 
facts that the promoters of the Bill have refused to observe the 
ledge which was given in the House of Commons on their 
half, that the first area should be the county of London 
exclusive of the City, acd have (as Mr. Gepar’s letter to the Zimes 
shews) violated an undertaking given in the House that no steps 
should be taken before the Ist of January, 1898, towards 
utting the provisions of the Act in force, have made a material 
Jifference in the views of many of those who at first thought 
that the understanding as to the London area should be 
observed. 





Tue precision of Byryz, J., in Hunt v. Fripp (46 W. R. 125) 
forms an important addition to the series of cases on the power 
of an undischarged bankrupt to deal with property devolving 
upon him after the bankruptcy. Under section 44 of the Bank- 
ruptcy Act, 1883, such property is divisible among the creditors 
of the bankrupt, and under section 54 it would seem that it vests 
in the trustee in bankruptcy; but in pursuance of the construc- 
tion placed upon the earlier Bankruptcy Acts (see Herbert v. 
Sayer, 5 Q. B. 965) it was held in Cohen v. Mitchell (38 W. R. 


551, 25 Q. B. D. 262) that, until the trustee intervenes to claim 
ansactions respecting 1 red into with any person dealin 
“with the bankrupt bond jttr-and Yor value, whether with or with 
See a eneayT ve thew bani epier, fre valid againah the tramee. 
In Re New Land Development Association v. Gray (40 W. R. 295, 
551; 2892, 2 Ch. 138) it was seen that this doctrine would lead 
to confusion if it was applied to real property, and freeholds 
were held to be excluded, though subsequently in Ae Clayton § 
Barclay (48 W. R. 549; i895, 2 Ch. 212) it was decided that 
this exclusion did not extend to leaseholds. Iu the 
case before Byrnz, J., the question arose whether the rule 
applied so as to protect an assignment by the bankrupt of an 
equitable interest in a trust fund, the interest having devolved 
upon him after the commencement of the bankruptcy. Primd 
facie it may Be difficult to justify any dealing with property of 
this nature without the concurrence of the trustee, but the terms 
in which the rule was laid down in Cohen v. Mitchell are clearly 
wide enough to include it, and it is important, as Curry, J., 
pointed out in Re Clayton §- Barclay, not to introduce any exception 
unnecessarily. ‘‘ Dispositions of personal or other property,” 
said Fry, L.J., in Cohen v. Mitchell, “‘ made by the bankrupt to 
a _ who receives them in good faith and for value must be 
valid” ; and Lord Esner, M.R., in discussing the rule, spoke of 
“property ” without any qualification. Freehold estate has, as 
just stated, been held to be an exception for reasons incident to 
the conveyance and vesting of such property, but in declining to 
extend the exemption to leaseholds, Currry, J., intimated very 
strongly that no further infringement should be made upon the 
rule, and there seems to be no special reason for exempting 
from its operation an equitable interest ina trust fund. In 
Hunt v. Fripp, accordingly, Byrne, J., held that an assignment 

by the bankrupt of such an interest was protected. 





As A condition, however, of the validity of a dealing by an 
racy omy ae bankrupt with property which he has acquired 
since the kruptcy, it is essential that there should be bona 
fides on the part of the person dealing with the bankrupt. It 





will be seen, said Lord Esuzr, M.R., in Cohen v. Mitchell, from 
the wording of the rule, “thatthe stress of bona is lai 
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advantage to the person seeking to support a transaction of this 
nature to be relieved of the necessity of entering into the 
question of the conduct of the bankrupt towards his creditors, 
and his path is rendered still easier by the decision of Byzvz, J., 
in Hunt v. Fripp (supra). To satisfy the requirement of bona 
fides it is sufficient that the party should have been dealing 
honestly, and his honesty cannot be impugned merely upon 
the grounds that the trustee in bankruptcy was not informed 
wy to the transaction that the property in question 
ad devolved upon the bankrupt, and that the party was aware Sf 





of the trustee’s want of information. It seems to follow, indeed, 
from the object of the rule, which is to give the bankrupt full at 
power over the property until the trustee intervenes, that the - 
party with whom the-bankrupt deals shall not be bound to . 
notice in any way the title, ther actual or potential, of the the 
trustee. Of course, until the trustee has notice of the acquisi- See 
tion of the property he can take no steps to intervene, but this the 
does not appear to affect the bankrupt’s power of disposition. / 
The requirement of good faith on the part of the person dealing ott 
with the property insures that the property shall not be lost to - 
the bankrupt’s estate without some adequate considération, and bag 
in this manner the creditors are protected. Under the circum- nd 
stances of Hunt v. Fripp, Byrne, J., held that the assignees of gre 
the bankrupt’s interest in the trust fund took it honestly, not- on 
withstanding that or knew that the trustee in bankruptcy oa 
was not aware of such interest, and, consequently, since the . 
assignment was valid, they were entitled to call upon the 4/ - 
trustees of the fund to pay over the money. 4“ Me 
wa 
Tue Locat Government Board are to be congratulated on she 
having begun the new year with the issue of permanent rules anc 
for the conduct of elections of local authorities under the Local lial 
Government Act, 1894. Up to the present time special rules pis 
have been issued relating to these elections in each particular we 
year; the first set of rules being applicable only to the first we 
general elections under the Act, which were held in December, our 
1894; the second to the general elections in 1896 ; and the third pro 
to those of 1897. In 1895 the Board issued orders applicable wes 
to elections to fill casual vacancies in boards of guardians and latt 
urban and rural district councils, and further orders to meet the sho 
case of elections rendered necessary by the constitution of new luel 
urban or rural districts, or by the increase in the number of toa 
councillors or guardians for any district or union. These orders gall 
of 1895 merely applied the rules of 1894, with the necessary the 
modifications and adaptations. The result was that, while the oom 
pune elections in each year have been conducted under rules fror 
amed with reference to that year only, elections to fill casual see! 
vacancies and elections of members of new district councils, Thi 
and of additional members of boards of guardians and district eens 
councils, have been regulated by the rules of 1894 which were not 
obsolete except so far as they were made applicable to these to | 
special elections by the orders of 1895. This was unsatisfactory, auth 
and considerable skill was required to enable the officials con- Hig 
cerned to discover the rules applicable to a given election. The was 
new rules provide both for ike ordinary elections and, in the bou: 
case of district councils and ians, for the special elections mig 
dealt with by the now repealed orders of 1895. In the case of tage 
parish councils, casual vacancies are filled by co-optation, and to cs 
the elections of newly-constituted councils are still regulated bya 


by separate orders. The new rules fix the dates for the gun 
ordinary annual elections by reference to the calendar: the | 


polls, where necessary, are to be held on the first Monday in not : 
April, or, if that is Easter Monday, then on the iast Monday not 1 
in March; and power is, very properly, reserved to the hurt 
county council of altering the date for special reasons, to the price 
Saturday preceding or the Tuesday or Wednesday following the & m 
Monday in question. The pec egg meetings, at which the and 
ordinary elections of parish councillors are concluded where no bene 
poll is necessary, are to be held on the first Monday after the 

10th of March, or, if Easter Monday falls on the first Monday In 
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in April, then on the first Monday after the 3rd of March; and 
the county council has a similar power to vary the dates within 
certain limits. In the case of casual vacancies in district coun- 
cils and boards of guardians, the clerk to the body in question 
is to fix the date of the election; in the case of cher tictalete 
and additional members of existing district councils and boards 
of guardians, the date is to be fixed by the returning officer for 
some day within six weeks after the order constituting the dis- 
trict or increasing the number of members comes into opera- 
tion. As to the general conduct of the elections, the new rules 
do not appear to differ substantially from the rules under which 
these elections have hitherto been conducted. 


A NovEL point was raised last week at the Eastbourne police- 
court. It appears that there is a shooting gallery on the pier, 
at which, for one penny a shot, persons shoot at a mark for 
small prizes. It fact it is just such a gallery as may be seen at 
any seaside place, at any fair, or on any racecourse throughout 
the country. The attendant, however, at the Eastbourne Pier 
gallery was summoned by the Inland Revenue authorities for 
carrying a gun without a licence, contrary to the provisions of 
the Gun Licence Act, 1870. The terms of this Act are very 
strict, and the exceptions are very narrow, and are not material 
to the present case. Section 7 — that ‘‘ every person 
who shall use or carry a gun elsewhere than in a dwelling-house 
or the curtilage thereof, without having in force a licence duly 
granted to him under this Act, shall forfeit the sum of ten 

unds.” Also, by section 2, the term ‘“‘gun” is defined as 
including ‘‘ a firearm of any description, and an air gun, or any 
other kind of gun from which any shot, bullet, or other missile 
can be discharged.’”’ These words seem extremely plain, and it 
was held by the High Court in the case of Campbell v. Hadley (40 
J. P. 756) that a small pocket pistol, seven inches long, which 
was little more than a mere toy, and was used to shoot a minute 
shot at a mark, was a “‘gun” within the meaning of the Act, 
and that the small boy who was found using the weapon was 
liable to a penalty for so doing without a licence. If this little 
pistol was within the Act, it seems quite clear that the guns 
used in shooting galleries are also within the Act. Hence, to 
use or carry a gun anywhere except in a dwelling-house or the 
curtilage thereof seems to be an offence. It is an offence in the 
proprietor of the gallery, or his assistant, who hands the 
weapon to the customer. It is also an offence in the 
latter to use the gun, as he clearly does when he 
shoots at the merk. Every boy, therefore, who tries his 
luck in one of these galleries at a country fair is liable 
toa penalty of ten pounds. This practically means that these 
galleries are unlawful, and it is surprising to think how long 
the law has been infringed with the utmost impunity. This 
conclusion seems almost ridiculous, but it is a plain deduction 
from the Act, and in the light of the preg Sees geno it 
seems to be the view of the advisers of the nd Revenue. 
This view of the law, however, was too much for the common 
sense of the Eastbourne magistrates, who, apparently, could 
not believe that it was possible for ‘‘ old Father Antic, the law,” 
to be so absurd, and so they dismissed the case. If the 
authorities are in earnest, they will take the opinion of the 
High Court on the point. If they are not in earnest, then it 
was a wanton act of oppression to proceed against the East- 
bourne gallery. It is submitted that a great many absurdities 
might be avoided, without loss to the revenue, and with advan- 
tage to the public, by substituting for the existing personal licence 
to carry a gun a small annual tax on every gun used or carried 
byany person. The first year’s tax ought to be payable by the 
gunmaker who sells the gun, who should be able to recover the 

amount from the purchaser along with the price. This could 
not appreciably affect the price of guns of any value, and ought 
not to injure the gun trade, except in so far as that trade is 
hurtful to the public. It would, however, materially affect the 
price of those cheap revolvers and pistols which are bought for 
& mere trifle, and which are so often heard of in the police-courts 
and in jeegene inquests. Such a result could hardly fail to be 





In onpzr to provide against the acts of a board of directors 


being invalid in consequence of some technical in. 
the appointment of any of its members, it is usual to in 
in the articles of association a clause expressly validating any- 
thing done by the board under such circumstances, and, hee 3 
ing to the decision of the Court of Appeal in Dawson v. African, 
$e, Co. (Limited) (46 W. R. 132), such a clause will be con- 
strued liberally even though it may not be easy to bring the 
case in question within its exact terms. There the clause, 
following the common form, provided that all acts done at any 
meeting of the directors should, notwithstanding that it should 
be afterwards discovered that there was some defect in the 
appointment of the directors or of a person acting as a director, 
or that they or any of them were disqualified, be as valid as if 
every such person had been duly appointed, and was qualified 
to be a director. The articles also provided that the qualifica- 
tion of a director should be the holding of shares of the nominal 
value of £200, and that the office of a director should be 
vacated if he ceased to hold the necessary qualification. There 
were, it appeared, three directors, A., 3. and ©., all of 
them originally duly appointed and duly qualified. On the 
17th of June last é. transferred all his shares, and he had no 
qualification till the 23rd, when he again acquired the n 
number of shares. On the 24th he was present with A. and B, 
at a board meeting and acted as a director. A. and B. had 
power to fill up any casual vacancy, but they did not pass any 
resolution reappointing O., and there was, indeed, no evidence 
that they were aware that he had become disqualified. Subse- 
quently A., B., and OC. a resolution making a call, and it 
was contended that this call was invalid by reason of O. being 
no longer a director. Undoubtedly he had, by the fact of 
peting WS. Shoe Se to be a director, and there had 
een no express fresh appointment, so that it could be plausibly 
argued that it was not a case of a mere defect in the appoint- 
ment which the article could cure. But this technical construc- 
tion of the article was not accepted by the Court of AP ». A. 
and B. did in fact assume O. to be a director, and, they 
known of the circumstances, would doubtless have the 
necessary resolution reappointing him. The defect, therefore, 
whether strictly within the terms of the clause or not, was 
exactly of the nature which the clause was intended to provide 
against, and the call was held to have been validly made. 








THE RULE IN SHELLEY’S CASE. 


Tne application of the rule in Shelley’s case has, in consequence 
of the decisions of the House of Lords in Jesson v. Wright (2 
Bli. 1) and Roddy v. Fitzgerald (6 H. L. Oas. 823) become so 
well settled that the controversy which at the end of the last 
century seriously disturbed the equanimity of Fzarvnz and 
Hanrcrave has been well-nigh forgotten. The question has 
arisen in, however, in the House of Lords in Van Grutten v. 
Foxwell (1897, A. C. 658), and has furnished Lord Macnacnrzen 
with the opportunity of recalling the ancient dispute in an 
interesting and amusing judgment. 

The rule enunciated in Shelley’s case (1 Rep., bs 1044), though 
not then for the first time established, is as follows: “ 
rule in law, when the ancestor by any gift or conveyance tak 


an é 5 of freehold, and in the same gift or conveyance an 
estate ts limi : “either mé diate! mmedi ‘oO DD ‘ 
fe6 or in tail, that always in suck 





limitation of the estate and not words of purcb 


statement it may be added tHMt Eiy expression Which imports 
the whole succession of inheritable blood has the same effect in 
bringing the rule into operation as the word “ heirs” (see Lord 


MacnaGuTen’s judgment, p. 668), and that the rule ies as 
much to limitations in a devise as to limitations in a deed. It 
was a limitation in a devise which, in 1769, produced the revolt 
inst the rule in the decision of the King’s Bench in Perrin v. 
B (4 Burr. 2579, 1 Ooll. Jur. 283), and which led the 
eminent real pro lawyers above mentioned to “pply 
themselves strenuously to its defence. Was the 
an absolute rule of law, to be applied inflexibly with- 
out regard to the ap intention of the testator; or 
was it simply a rule of construction which must 








way to 
clear evidence of intention? Lord Mansrretp and the majority 
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of the judges of the King’s Bench—only Yares, J., dissenting 
—took the latter view. Fxannwz and Hancrave took the former. 
The decision of the King’s Bench was reversed in the Exchequer 
Ohamber by a majority of six to two. An appeal was brought 
to the House of Lords, but was not proceeded with. The result 
thus left the matter doubtful, and the ordinary reporters did not 
think it worth while to report conflicting judgments which were 
of t length. Those in the King’s Bench occupied five hours 
ip delivery (4 Burr., p. 2582). But Harcrave was unwilling 
that the arguments which he had undertaken to refute should 
remain inaccessible to the profession, and he published a report 
of the case in the King’s Bench (1 Coll. Jur. 283), and also the 
judgment of Bracxstonz, J., in the Exchequer Chamber (Har- 
ve’s Law Tracts, 489). The last-named judge, although 
@ concurred with the majority in reversing the decision 
below, did so in terms which, in Hanrcrave’s opinion, left 
his orthodoxy as to the rule open to doubt. 

Perrin v. Blake was a case which strongly invited attack upon 
the rule in Shelley’s case at the hands of judges who were anxious 
to break with antiquity and to subordinate everythirg to the 
testator’s intention, for in the will which there came in question 
the intention to confer only a life estate on the first taker was 
indicated in the most unmistakeable manner. The will may for 
the present purpose be stated with sufficient accuracy by saying 
that the testator declared it to be his intent that his son Joun 
should not sell or dispose of the estate fora longer time than 
his own life, and to that intent he devised his real estate to his 
son for life with remainder to the heirs of his body. Lord 
Mansrietp held that the rule in She//ey’s case, which was prim4 
facie applicable so as to vest an estate tail in the son, was 
subject to the general intention of the will, and that the son 
accordingly took only an estate for life. But this did not 
mom the full extent of Lord Mansrrecp’s offending. 
- is,” he is reported to have said, ‘‘no sound distinction 
between the devise of a legal estate and of a trust, and between 
an executory trust and one executed; all trusts are executory, 
and in every shape that a will appears the intention must 
govern.” ‘And if,” he said further on, ‘courts of law will 
adhere to the mere letter of law, the great men who preside 
in Ohancery will ever devise new ways to creep out of 
the lines of law, and temper with equity.” In fact, however, 
this eminent judge, in his desire to bring law into a line with 
equity, went beyond the doctrines of the Court of Chancery, for 
there the distinction between trusts executed and trusts execu- 
tory was well established, and only in trusts of the latter class 
did the court hold itself at liberty to depart from the regular 
legal effect of the limitations. 


Buacxstone, J., did not go as far as Lord MansrizLp in 
allowing the declared intention of the testator to override 
altogether the rule in Shelley’s case. He saw clearly enough 
that the intention of the testator was always contrary to the 
rule. “I believe,” he said, ‘‘there never was an instance, 
when an estate for life was expressly devised to the first taker, 
that the devisor intended he should have anything more.” If 
to this estate there is added a limitation with words of inherit- 
ance, the estate of the first taker is thereupon necessarily 
eget notwithstanding the contrary intention of the devisor. 
But Sir W. Buacxstone left himself open to misconstruction 
when he brought the question of intention to bear upon the 
estate taken by the heirs of the first taker. ‘‘The true question 
of intent will turn,” he said, ‘‘not upon the quantity of estate 
intended to be given to John, the ancestor; but upon the nature 
of the estate intended to be given to the heirs of his body. That 
the ancestor was intended to take an estate for life is certain ; 
that his heirs were intended to take after him is equally certain ; 
but how those heirs were intended to take, whether as descendants 
or as purchasers is the question.’’ He thought, therefore, that 
the testator, although using words of inheritance, might attach 
such an explanation to them as to deprive them of their effect as 
words of descent and make them available as words of 


It is unnecessary to enter into the arguments by which 
Fare and Harcrave attacked Lord Mansrrep’s position, for 
these ae have long been admitted to be victorious. The 
object of the King’s Bench was to get rid of a rule, the origin 
of which was lost in antiquity and which had ceased to be based 


upon any living principle. “I shall ever,” said Wriruzs, J., 
“‘discountenance as much as I can anything which savours of 
ancient strictness and policy, and where I can possibly depart 
with justice from an old maxim, the policy of which has now 
ceased, I certainly will.” But in the opinion of the real 
property lawyers of the time this liberal policy was calculated 
to bring the law into uncertainty and to confound the titles to 
property. The rule in Shelley's case, whether based upon the 
requirements of feudal policy or upon other considerations, had, 
indeed, lost its original meaning, but as long as it was 
accepted as an inflexible rule it at least allowed an ascertainable 
construction to be placed upon limitations. ‘‘ Unless,” said 
Harerave, ‘‘ an effort shall be speedily-made to disembarrass 
the rule from the perplexities with which it has been latterly 
overrun, it will degenerate from a plain direction for dis- 
criminating titles to property into a downright enigma for 
disturbing them.” 

Other decisions beside that of the King’s Bench in Perrin v. 
Blake shewed a disposition to depart from the strict application 
of the rule. In Doe vy. Goff (11 East 668) there was a devise to 
the testator’s daughter for life, with remainder to the heirs of 
her body as tenants in common, and it was held that these latter 
words were sufficient to shew that “heirs of the body” were 
intended to be words of purchase. This, in effect, was following 
the argument in the judgment of Biacxsrong, J., quoted above, 
and the case! was treated as an authority by Suapsn, L.C., in 
Montgomery v. Mongomery (3 Jo. & Lat. p. 54). But in fact it 
had been then overruled by /esson v. Wright (2 Bli. 1), and any 
further laxity in the application of the rule was checked both by 
this latter case and by Roddy v. Fitzgerald (6 H. L. O. 823). In 
Jesson ¥. Wright the limitations of the devise were to W. for life 
and after his death to the heirs of his body as he should appoint, 
in default of appointment to the heirs of his body as tenants 
in common, These latter words were now rejected as being 
inconsistent with the limitation to the heirs of the body, and, not- 
withstanding their insertion, the rule in Shelley’s case was applied 
so as to vest an estate tailin W. It is possible for a testator 
so to explain words of inheritance which he has used as to shew 
that he did not intend them to have their ordinary legal effect, 
but it is for him to shew this clearly. ‘‘ The rule is,” said Lord 
Repespatz, “ that technical words shall have their legal effect, 
unless, from subsequent inconsistent words, it is very clear that 
the testator meant otherwise.” In Roddy v. Fitzgerald this was 
carried by Lord WensLEYDALE a step further: ‘To deprive the 
technical words of their appropriate sense there must be suffi- 
cient to satisfy a judicial mind that they were meant by the 
testator to be used in some other sense, and /o shew what that 
sense 18.” In that case the limitations were to W. for life and 
after his death to his lawful issue in such shares as he should 
appoint, and in default of appointment to the issue equally, 
with a gift over on failure of issue. It was held that ‘ issue” 
was used as “‘heirs of the body,” and that W. took an estate 
tail. 

Lord MacnacuTen intimates that perhaps Buaoxsrong, J., did 
not, in his judgment in Perrin v. Blake, really go be re, the 
correct view, and that, in speaking of the rule in Shelley’s case 
as a flexible rule, and as one yielding to the testator’s intention 
in the manner above described, he simply meant that the testator 
could himself explain the sense in which he had used words of 
inheritance. But however this may be, it is clear that no 
declaration of the testator’s intention will do unless the words 
used are so defined as to designate specific ms, and not to 
extend to all persons filling the character of heir. So long as 
the words used are thus extensive, it is impossible for the 
testator, by any expression of intention, or by the addition 
of any inconsistent provisions, to deprive them of their proper 
legal effect, and to qualify the estate of inheritance which vests 
in the first taker. Lord w, O., was as sound on this as 
any —. judge. “I take,” said he, in Jones v. Morgan 
(1 Bro. O. C. 205), ‘‘the rule in Shelley’s case never to have been 
shaken at all. I take that rule to be that, where the heir takes 
in the character of heir, he must take in the quality of heir. 
ible heirs must take as heirs and not as pur- 


chasers.” e testator may himself put a narrower meaning 





on the word, but, short of this, he cannot prevent the operation 
of the rule. The aberration of the King’s Bench in Porrin 
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pm « 
y. Blake is interesting for the controversy it aroused, but 
it left no permanent mark upon the law. Lord Davey in Van 
Grutten v. Foxwell lays down as clearly as Hanrcrave could have 
desired the principle for which that Leonel lawyer contended. 
“The rule in Shelley’s case is a rule of law and not a mere rule 
of construction—that is, one laid down for the purpose of giving 
effect to the testator’s expressed or presumed intention.” In 
Van Grutten v. Foxwell the limitations were somewhat elaborate 
and it is needless to reproduce them here, but in effect they gave 
estates for life to the children of the testator who survived him 
—only one answered this requirement—followed by estates to 
the heirs of the bodies of the children. In the various pro- 
visions annexed to these limitations the House of Lords saw 
no indication that the testator had placed any meaning on 
“heirs of the body” to rob the expression of its ordinary force, 
and consequently the child who survived the testator took an 
estate tail. The decisions of the House of Lords in the present 
century have amply atoned for the slight put upon the venerable 
rule in question in the last. 
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CORRESPONDENCE, 
THE LAND TRANSFER ACT, 1897. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.] 


Sir,—Mr, Lake, in his letter to the Soxicrrors’ JourRNAL of the 
25th ult., expresses the view that the selected area for the experi- 
mental trial of compulsory registration should be limited to so much 
of the county of London as lies within the county of Middlesex, so 
that the experiment should, ‘‘in the event of failure, be as little 
permanently injurious as possible.” 

In the discussion that took place at the meeting of the United 
Law Society on the 15th of November, when Mr. e and I were 
the principal speakers, I objected to the experiment being tried at 
all in any part of the county of London, and I asked Mr. Lake to 
say how the experiment was to be brought to an end if it should turn 
out a failure, and how in that event he would deal with the 
staff of officials that compulsory registration in London would call 
into existence. Mr. Lake did not answer my question then. 
Perhaps he will do so now. J. 8. RUBINSTEIN. 

5, Raymond-buildings, Gray’s-inn, London, Jan. 5. 





_ The Publishers’ Circular says that the number of new books on law, 
jurisprudence, &c., issued during 1897 was 93, and of new editions, 47. 
The numbers for 1896 were 132 and 50. 


The retirement of Mr. Justice Bewley, says the Westminster Gazette, 
was accompanied with incidents of a somewhat dramatic character. His 
resignation and the appointment of his successor were “officially ’’ 
announced in the papers on Wednesday —t Till late in the after- 
noon of Tuesday the learned judge presided the Land Commission 
Court, when he delivered an elaborate judgment dissenting from the views 
of Mr. Justice Ross, the Land Judge, and using the significant expres- 
tion, “IT, too, am a judge of the Supreme Court.” 


NEW ORDERS, &c. 
LAND REGISTRY. 
LAND TRANSFER ACTS, 1875 AND 1897. 
NOTICE. 

Attention is directed to the Land Transfer Act, 1897, and the 
Provisional Land Transfer Rules, 1897, which come into operation 
on the ist of January, 1898. The following are the most important 
— of the Act and Rules as regards the practice of the Land 


1.—As To PRopUCTION OF LAND AND CHARGE CERTIFICATES. 

Section 8 requires the Land Certificate or Certificate to be 
produced and endorsed on every registration ee land 
ora charge. This applies to every transfer of a portion of a registered 
estate, or release of a charge, as well as to G with the 
whole. e Registrar has no power to waive this , and it 
applies to certificates issued before as well as after the commencement 
of the Act. The Registrar has power to compel production of a 
certificate. Ona sale by a mete ee Os a power of sale con- 
tained in a registered e, the Certifloate only need be 
produced. 

2.—As TO JOINT PROPRIETORS. 


Schedule I. of the Act, amendment of Section 83 (3), requires an 
entry to be made (subject to general rules) on every ion of 
two or more joint a gen that when their number is reduced 
below a specified number, no disposition is to be made without a 
special order. This entry can be omitted on of satisfactory 
evidence that the proprietors are entitled for their own benefit, 
that the survivor has oe to = of the land or charge affected, 
See Rules 34 to 37; paragraph 9 below. 


3.—As TO TRANSMISSIONS OF FREEHOLD LAND ON DEATH. 


The provisions of Part I. of the Act, and of Section 6 (4) and (5), 
and Rules 14 to 22, should be carefully studied before any 
application to register on a death occurring on or after Ist January, 
1898, 

4.—VENDORS AND PURCHASERS. 

Section 16 prescribes the evidence which a purchaser of registered 
land may require, and regulates the incidence of certain costs, and 
the obligation to enter into covenants for title on sales of registered 
land. 

5.—Succgssion Duty anp Estate Dury. 

Certain doubts having been expressed as to the incidence of 
Succession Duty and Estate go 4 under Section 18 of the Land 
Transfer Act, 1875, Section 13 of the new Act provides for the 





registration of notices of claims for these duties in all cases, 
j and for cack wotnes 


the complete exoneration of purchasers where 
i . See also Rules 30 to 33. 


6.—CHARGES—LIENS BY DEPosIT. 

Section 9 enables annuities and mortgages in B 
forms to be registered, and applies the provisions ye 19 
24 by the Conveyancing Act to registered charges. See also Rules 12 
and 13. ’ 

Section 8, last p aph, and Rules 38 to 40, specially provide 
for liens by Sepodih of Laaer Charge Certificates ; Section 81 of the 
Land Transfer Act, 1875, being repealed. 


7.—SETTLED LAND. 

Section 6, and Rules 2 to 11 and 16 to 22, should be studied before 
making applications or drawing instruments relating to settled land. 
8.—BoUNDARIES AND DEsoRIPTIONS OF LAND. 

Section 83 (5) and (6) of the Land Transfer Act, 1875, declario 
that registration is not to be conclusive as to boundaries, ts depose 
and replaced by Section 14 (2) of the new Act. 

9.—NUMBER OF PROPRIETORS~—TENANTS In CoMMON. 

Section 83 (2) of the Land Transfer Act, 1875, limiting the possible 
number of joint registered proprietors, and prohibiting the registra- 
tion of undivided shares, is repealed by Section 14 (1) of the new Act. 

10.—INDEMNITY FOR ERRORS. 

Sections 7 and 21 provide indemnity for any loss that may result 
from fraud or error in a registered transaction. 

11.—Miygs AND MINERALS. 


Certain doubts that have been expressed as to the effect 
tered transfers under Sections 30-33 and 35-38 of the Land 


are not 
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12.—REMOVAL OF LAND FROM THE REGISTER. 


Power is given by section 17 to remove land from the register. 
December, 1897. 





THE LAND TRANSFER ACT, 1897. 


Additional Rule and Order for the Registrars of the Principal and 
District Probate Registries. 


*¢ All rules, orders, and instructions, and the existing practice of 
the court with respect to non-contentious business shall, so far as the 
circumstances of each case will allow, be applicable to Grants of 
Probate and Administration made under the authority of the Land 
Transfer Act, 1897.” 

The number of this Rule for the Principal Registry is 109; and for 
the District Registries 103. 








CASES OF LAST SITTINGS, 


High Court—Queen’s Bench Division. 


ROYAL COLLEGE OF MUSIC (Appellants) +. THE VESTRY OF THE 
UNITED PARISHES OF 8ST. MARGARET AND ST. JOHN THE 
EVANGELIST, WESTMINSTER (Respondents). Div. Court. 14th 
Dec. 


Rare—Rarsganitiry—Exemption—Society Instirurep ror Purposes or 
rue Finzk Ants—Screntiric Socretizgs Act, 1843 (6 & 7 Vicr. c 36), 
s. 1, 


Special case stated by order of a judge. The facts appear from the 
judgment of the court. The following cases were cited during the argu- 
ment before Hawkins and Channell, JJ., on the 6th of December: 
Overseers of the Savoy v. Art Union of London (1896, A. C. 296), Mayor of 
Manchester v. Macadam (1896, A. ©. 500), Reg. v. Institution of Civil 
Engineers (5 Q. B. D. 48), Commissioners of Inland Revenue v. Forrest (15 
App. Cas. 334), Reg. v. Jones (8 Q. B. 719), and Reg. v. Overseers of 

‘anchester (16 Q. B. 449). Judgment was reserved. 

Tue Court (Hawkins and Cuannett, JJ.) allowed the appeal. 

Hawks, J., in the course of a written judgment, said: The question 
raised for our opinion is whether the Royal College of Music is exempt 
from being assessed or rated to the parochial rate of the respondent 
parishes, within which the buildings of the Royal College are situated, by 
reason of the exemption contained in the statute 6 & 7 Vict, c. 36, s. 1. 
That section enacts that ‘‘from and after the lst of October, 1843, no 
person or ms shall be assessed or rated, or liable to be assessed or rated 
to, or liable to pay any county, borough, parochial, or other local rates, or 
cesses in respect of avy land, houses, or buildings belonging to any society 
instituted for purposes of science, literature, or the fine arts exclusively, 
and occupied by it for the transaction of its business and for carrying into 
effect its purposes ; provided that such society shall be supported wholly 
or in part by annual voluntary contributions and shall not, and by its 
laws may not, make any dividend, gift, division, or bonus in money unto 
or between any of its members.’”? The college was constituted a body 
= by letters patent on the 23rd of May, 1884, with power to hold 

for the purposes of the corporation, which were described to be: 

‘* First, the advancement of the art of music by means of a central teach- 
ing and examining body charged with the duty of providing musical 
instruction of the highest class and of rewarding with academical 
degrees and certificates of proficiency and otherwise persons whether 
educated or not at the college, who, on examination, may 
prove themselves worthy of such distinctions and evidences of 
ent; and secondly, the promotion and _ supervision of 

such musical instruction in schools and elsewhere as may be thought 
most conducive to the cultivation and dissemination of the art of music 
in the United Kingdom; and lastly, generally the encouragement and 
otion of the cultivation of music as an art throughout our dominions.”’ 

t is difficult to imagine an institution more exclusively devoted to any of 
the fine arts than is the Royal College of Music. [His lordship then 
referred to the acquisition by the Royal College of the buildings sought to 
be rated upon a long lease, which contained a stipulation that they should 
be used for the purposes of the charter only,] The case expressly finds 
that the bailding has been occupied exclusively by the Royal College of 
Music for the transaction of its business, and for carrying into effect the 
purposes of the college, and that the college has carried out no 

purpose other than the pu of the corporation as defined in the 
charter. What more is req to entitle the building to the exemption 
given by the statute? Iam ata loss to understand upon what ground it 
can be contended that the first requirement of the proviso—namely, that 
the corporate society shall be supported wholly or partly by annual 
voluntary contributions has not been fulfilled. The case expressly finds 
that it has. It is true that of the revenue for the year ending April, 
1896, a small proportion only, £1,632, was derived from annual contribu- 
tions of a purely voluntary character; but that is a substantial sum, and, 
in my opinion, quite sufficient to satisfy the requirement of the proviso 
that the support shall be pertly by voluntary contributions. It can 
hardly be that the interest and dividends, amounting to £4,639, were 
annual voluntary contributions, for they were interest and dividends of 
money and securities already belonging to the society. The second 
uirement of the proviso seems to have been overlooked when the 
original charter was prepared; this defect was remedied by a special 





resolution duly passed on the 24th of February, 1896 (before the making 
of this rate), that the Royal College of Music shall not make any 
dividend, gift, division, or bonus in money unto or between any of its 
members. The ground upon which it was contended by the respondents 
that the college is not entitled to this exemption is very similar to that 
upon which the exemption from rateability was resisted when claimed by 
the Institution of Civil Engineers under the 6 & 7 Vict. c. 36, and on another 
occasion, when exemption from liability tothe duty imposed under section 
11 of the Customs and Inland Revenue Act, 1885, was claimed. The first 
of these cases, Reg. v. Institution of Civil Engineers (5 Q. B. D. 48), in which 
the defendants claimed exemption from parochial rates, was determined 
by Wild and Manisty, JJ., against the institution substantially upon the 
ground that as a matter of fact the primary object of the institution was 
not the promotion of science exclusively, but the acquisition of scientific 
knowledge for the purposes and in the interests of the members of the 
institution. In the next case, Re Duty on Estate of Institution of Civil Engineers 
(19 Q. B. D. 610),a claim for exemption from duty imposed by the 
Customs and Inland Revenue Act, 1885, s. 11, sub-section (3), was 
decided by Lord Coleridge, O.J., and Field, J., against the institution 
upon substantially the same ground as in the case I have already cited. 
t decision was, however, reversed on appeal (20 Q. B. D. 621) upon 
the ground that upon the true construction of the charter its object was 
the promotion of mechanical science by the activity of the body of civil 
engineers. This decision of the Court of Appeal was affirmed by the 
House of Lords in Commissioners of Inland Revenue v. Forrest (15 App. Oas. 
334). [His lordship then referred to the judgments in the House of Lords, 
and continued:] The effect of this judgment is virtually to overrule 
Reg. v. Institution of Civil Engineers. Assuming the objects of the society 
as defined by the charter to be fully and faithfully carried out, could it 
be seriously doubted that the society was instituted for the purposes of 
the fine art of music exclusively? The building was, and is, absolutely 
necessary for the transaction of the business of the institution and for the 
accommodation of the teachers and pupils. Without such tuition as is 
provided for in the charter it would be impossible to accomplish the 
object. The fees received from pupils and candidates are reasonably 
received from those who can afford to pay them, but they are all applied 
exclusively to the declared purposes of the college. For those who are 
poor and unable to pay necessary maintenance is provided; the larger 
the number of apt pupils, whether rich or poor, receiving tuition at the 
college, the more will musical art be disseminated throughout the empire, 
the more encouragement to those who strive to acquire distinction in 
such art, the greater the prospect of the advancement of it. The build- 
ing and the funds, whether derived partly or entirely from voluntary contri- 
butions, are entirely and wholly applied to the objects of the charter 
without any surplus profit to the corporation, and no member of the 
college derives any benefit from such funds. It may be that many of the 
pupilsand scholars may by means of the instruction afforded them become 
so proficient in the art of music that they may be eminently fitted for and 
devote themselves to the profession of teachers of music as the means of 
competent livelihood; the more who do so the more extensively and 
effectively will the art of music be promoted. This, however, is only a 
fortunate result of the goodness of the tuition afforded, but not a result 
which it was the purpose of the society or part of its business to bring 
about ; it would only be an incidental advantage to both the pupils and 
the institution. There will be judgment for the appellants with 
costs. 
CHANNELL, J., concurred. Judgment for the appellants.—CounsgL, 
Danckwerts ; R. C. Glen. Souscrrors, H. 7. Boodle; Cates, 
[Reported by T. R. C. Dit, Barrister-at-Law. | 


CITY OF LONDON BREWERIES CO. (LIM.) AND THE COMMIS- 
SIONERS OF INLAND REVENUE. Div. Court. 14th Dec. 


Revenvue—Stamp—Instrument To Secure PAyment—Mortcace—‘' Toran 
Amount or Security to ne Uurmarety Recoverasnte’’—Amount 
Liurtrep—Sramp Act, 1891 (54 & 55 Vict. c. 39), ss. 86 (1.) 88 (1.). 


Case stated by Commissioners of Inland Revenue. On the 21st of 
May, 1897, an instrument was presented on behalf of the brewery com- 
y to the commissioners for their opinion as to what stamp duty the 
instrument in question was chargeable under sections 86 and 88 of tke 
Stamp Act, 1891. By section 88 it is provided that any security for 
the payment or —o of money to be lent, advanced, or paid, or 
which may become due upon an account current either with or without 
money previously due, shall be charged, where the total amount secured 
or to be ultimately recoverable is in any way limited, with the same duty 
as 3 a for the amount so limited. The instrument purported to be 
a trust deed for securing debenture stock, and was dated the 6th of May, 
1897, and after reciting that there was outstanding at that time £500,000 
debenture stock of the company constituted and secured by a trust deed 
dated the 20th of February, 1892, recited the intention of the appellants 
to issue further irredeemable debentures, bearing interest at 34 per cent, 
ranking after the former stock and to be issued only in the place of the 
former debentures. By clause 7 of the instrument in question it was 
provided that in the first instance the stock was limited to £300,000, but 
that the company should be at liberty to issue further irredeemable 3} per 
cent. debenture stock, entitled pari passu to the benefit thereof, subject to 
the following provisions: (2) That this 34 per cent. stock should not 
exceed £540,000 in amount, making with the £300,000 a total charge of 
£840,000; (4) that such further stock should only be issued for the purpose 
of redeeming or paying off the 4 per cent. debenture stock of £500,000; (e) 
that the company must give notice in writing to the trustees of the amount 
of the proposed further issue, and providing for the value at which the old 
stock was to be assessed for the purpose of substituting for it the new debeq- 
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turestock ; (¢) that the company must, befureany such further debenture stock 
was issued or offered for subscription, execute and deliver to the trustees 
an acknowledgment of indebtedness for the amount of the further pro- 

issue, and until such acknowledgment was executed, no part of 
such further stock was to be entitled to the benefit thereof. No such 
acknowledgment of indebtedness had been executed. The Commissioners 
were of opinion thatthe sum of £840,000 mentioned was the limit of the 
total amount secured by, or to be ultimately recoverable under, the trust 
deed within the oe of section 88 (i.) of the Stamp Act, 1891. They 
accordingly gave it as their opinion that the instrument was chargeable 
with duty under the head of Mortgage, Bond, Debenture Covenant, &c., 
under the first echedule of the Act, and they assessed such duty at £1,050 
being 2s. 6d. forevery £100 of the amount secured as ‘‘ being the only cr 
principal or primary security (other than an equitable natau the 
payment or repayment of money.’’ The questions for the co ion of 
the court were first, whether the instrument was chargeable with the duty 
of £1,050; and secondly, if not, with what duty was it c ble? For 
the appellants, counsel contended that the deed was only liable to be taxed 
as a security for the £300,000 already issued, and they admitted that to 
that amount the duty to be charged was at the rate of 2s. 6d. for every 
£100. If in any sense any tax could be charged on the balance of 
£540,000 either now or hereafter it should only be at the lesser rate of 6d. 
in the place of 2s. 6d. as the commissioners had decided. For the Com- 
missioners of Inland Revenue, it was submitted that their decision was 
right, because this was a trust deed to secure an amount limited—namely, 
£840,000. The acknowledgment of indebtedness proposed would not be 
in any sense a mortgage whenever executed, and when the further amount 
of £540,000 was raised it would be raised on the security of this deed. 
The Act contemplated such a case, and provided for it by the words in 
section 88 (i.) referring to any security for payment to be hereafter lent or 

id 


Tur Court decided in favour of the company. 

GrantHaM, J., said they were of opinion that with respect to the further 
advance of £540,000, that was but a substituted security to be given by the 
company at some future date, and in respect of that amount the duty of 
6d. instead of 2s. 6d. was alone chargeable. The Crown, therefore, must 
repay the difference to the appellants. That being the substantial dispute 
between the appellants and the Crown, the appeal would be allowed with 
costs 


CHANNELL, J., concurred, but on somewhat different grounds. He 
thought that a security was none the less a security for money because 
something else had to be done before the money could be raised. He 
agreed that under the deed in question the sum of £540,000 was in fact a 
substituted security, and before it became perfected an acknowledgment 
of indebtedness was a condition precedent, which so far the company had 
not executed. The lower rate of duty, therefore, alone ought to be 
charged. It was never disputed that 2s. 6d. for every £100 was the proper 
rate of duty tobe paidon the sum of £300,000. Appeal accordingly 
allowed.—CounsEL, Bosanquet, Q.C., and M. M. Macnaghten; Finlay, 8.G., 
and Danckwerts. Souxicirors, Western § Sons; The Solicitor for Inland 

ue. 
[Reported by Exsxixz Reup, Barrister-at-Law.] 


Ex parte WILLIAM MORRIS. Div. Court. 14th Dec. 


Mounicrran Exsecrions—Leave to Pay Britis INnaApverTEeNtTLY OMITTED 
ryrom CanprpaTes’ Return or Exrgnsss—Municrrat Exxcrions Act, 
1884, s. 21 (7). 


In this case counsel moved o 

date at the electionof councillors for 

BIISCe, tO) exemp ion f nQ 
retirn of Nis expenses of the election. Wr. Morris had wi 
contested the election, and shortly afterwards his agent, to whom the 
expenses in question had been sent for the purpose of being checked, had 
become serioualy ill and had not been able to look into the matter. 
During his illness the return had been made and the amount accidentally 
omitted from the account rendered. All Mr. Morris now asked for was 
leave to be allowed to pay the bills which were for expenses he was 
entitled legally to incur, and would not when added to the return made 
bring the costs incurred up to the maximum allowed by the statute. 

Tus Court (GrantHAM and Cuanne.1, JJ.) granted the relief sought.— 
CounseL, C. Willoughby Williams. Souxscttor, Richard White, for H. W. 
Paton, Swansea. 

{Reported by Ersxrve Rerp, Barrister-at-Law.] 
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Ex parte HUGHES. Div. Court. 14th Dec. 


MunicrpaL Exzcrions—Lzave to Pay Expenses Incurrep 1n Excess or 
Statutory Maxmum—Incomptere Return sy Exzcrion AGsent— 
Municrpat Exzcrions (Corrupt ANp ILLEGAL Practices) Act, 1884 (47 & 
48 Vicr. c. 70) s: 21 (t.). 

Counsel moved «x parte on behalf of Mr. Hughes, a candidate at the 
recent municipal election for the Exchange Ward of the City of Man- 
chester, for leave to pay the rum of £8 11s. 6d., which had been incurred 
by him over and above the maximum of £33 14s. 9d. allowed under the 
statute to such a candidate for election expenses. The facts stated were 
these: Mr. Hughes had consulted Mr. Cooper, the secretary of the local 
Conservative Association, and on his advice had bee gp a Mr. Hans- 
lander as his agent, who had negligently incurred the extra costs for 
which leave to pay was now applied for. e agent in his affidavit stated 
that he was a person experienced in election law and that the excess arose 
from the fact that he had forgotten to include the = one of the 
committee men for the use of the committee rooms, that he had been 


allowed, and had not realized how the expenses of printing had run up; 
Grantuam, J.—Has this — been opposed in any way ?—No. 
e papers and receipts are in order and in court. } 
Tue Count (GrantHam and Cuanngit, JJ.) granted the tion.— 
Counsg, Lewis Coward. Soricrrons, Roweliffes, Rawle, § Cv. Needham 
$ Co., Manchester. 


{Reported by Erxsxixez Reup, Barrister-at-Law. | 





Judge’s Chambers. 
HALL v, LAUNSPACH. Ridley, J. 29th December. 
Lorp Mayor’s Cournt—Pronis1t10on—Liset—Costs. 


This was an application for a writ of prohibition to ¢ the Lord 
Mayor’s Court and the Judge and Registrar thereof from ng the plain- 
tiff’s costs in an action for libel, and from allowing any ing to be 
taken in such court for enforcing payment of such costs, on the ground that 
the Mayor's Court had no jurisdiction to tax costs in an action for libel where 
less than £10 damages are recovered. It was stated that this was a novel 
point which had never been docided nor even raised before. The circum- 
stances were as follows:—The plaintiff Lp an action in the Mayor’s 
Court for damages for libel, and recovered £2 10s. damages. The action 
was tried before the Common Serjeant, who certified for counsel, and the 

stea directed judgment to be together “with costs to be taxed.” 
The plaintiff carried in his costs for taxation, which were taxed upon the 
scale applicable to actions where under £20 is recovered. The plaintiff then 
ai plied for a writ of prohibition, on the ground that there was no scale 
of costs in the Mayor’s Court applicable to actions for libel where less than 
£10 is recovered, and therefore the Registrar had no power to tax them, 
On the aay, | of the application, 

Swepstone wepstone & Stone) argued: Rule 1 of the Mayor’s Court 
Rules, 1890, directed that “all’’ costs in actions and matters in " 
Court were directed to be taxed to the scales and fees in the 
schedules annexed. The first pa:t of Schedule B related to actions where the 
amount recovered exceeded £5 and was under £10 and the action could have 
been brought in a County Court, and was not applicable. The second part of 
the schedule bore the headnote that “the following costs only shall be 
allowed where the amount recoverea is £10, and upwards.” There was no 
other scale, and inasmuch as the plaintiff had not recovered £10 and no 
scale of costs was provided for actions which could not be brought in a 
County Cuurt, it was a casus omissus, and there was no power for the court to 
frame another scale of costs applicable to this case. Garnett v. Bradley, 
3 App. Cas. 944, 26 W. R. 698, decided that a plaintiff was entitled to costs 
in the High Court where only a farthing damages was recovered in an 
action of slander unless the judge certified to deprive him of them, and such 
costs were taxed on the High Court scale, because there was only one scale 
of costs applicable to actions of whatever amount, but in the Mayor’s Court 
the scale was limited to actions in which £10 and upwards was recovered, 
and the scale under £10 only referred to actions which could have been 
brought in the County Court. There was, therefore, no scale of costs 
applicable to this case, and the court could not frame one. The anomaly 
existed that in the High Court a verdict of one farthing in an 
action for libel would carry costs; but no verdict in an action for libel where 
under £10 was recovered in the Mayor’s Court could carry costs. 

Joel E 1 (z l, Round, § Nathan), for the plaintiff, contended : 
Ist, that the scale in Schedule B applied; nd, that it it did not apply 
the old scale of costs prior to the of 1890 applied; 3rd, if the old 
scale of costs did not apply, the court had power to grant costs outside the 
schedule under ord. 8; 4th, that this was not a matter for pro- 
hibition. 1st, that Schedule B —_ he argued 
scale did not form part of the scale itself, and might have been better 
at the end of the schedule. sched) 


where the amount recovered was £10 and upwards, That ap 
those instances, but it did not exclude its operation to other matters. That 
appeared clear from items in the schedule, such as drawing pleadings in 
equity, which might be for rectification of a deed, dissolution of 

ership, or other matter where no s-9 hy all was claimed or recovered, 
instructions for petition, which might be appointment of new trastees 
or for a charging order; instruction for brief on an interim, injunction 
where no money at all was in dispute. If, therefore, the scale applied to 
matters outside the headnote it was ~~ applicable to the outside matter 

not 





of an action for libel where the costs otherwise been provided for. 
2nd, if the scale did not apply, then the old scale of costs to the rules 
of 1890 applied. Ord. 8, rule 1, directed that the costs all proceedings 
should be in the discretion of the court, and ord. 10, rule 5, directed that 
so far as those orders and rules were inconsistent therewith, the practice and 
rocedure then in use in the court should be in force. ‘Those orders were 
d in 1892, and if rule 8 directing costs to be in the discretion of the 
court introduced a new practice as to costs ah by the rules of 1890, 
the old schedule of costs became applicable. 3rd, if the old scale of costs 
did not apply, the court under ord. 8, rule 1, or under its inherent juris- 


diction, power to deal with costs as it 
a lump sum or otherwise. = the ishing ndant’s aes be eet ok 
motion to commit a person for pi ing comments on i i 
sub judice, the jadqe could not crder the costa of a motion to be paid or boree 
by say party, because there was nothing in the echedales 

costs of such a motion, and a solicitor could not sue his own 
the costs of an action for libel if 
the same objection would arise a8 to 
was entitled to be paid. When he sued for his bill, directly it was referred 


H 





in the habit of acting at elections where there was a larger maximum 





to taxation, the question would arise, Where was the scale upon which the: 


; 
4 


164 
costs could be taxed? 4th, this was not a matter for prohibition ; the parts 
of the costs relating to fees of the court and allowances to witnesses were 
contained in te schedules to which the head note to the second part of 
Schedule B did not apply. A prohibition would not lie in regard to par- 
ticular items in a bill of costs. The court could not restrain the taxation 
where certain costs were clearly within its jurisdiction, and if other items 
in the bill were in excess of its jurisdiction, that might be matter for appeal, 
but not for prohibition. 

Riwtzy, J.—I have carefully considered this case and the arguments 
addressed to me. In my opinion, the headnote to the second part of 
£chedule B must be taken to be part of the schedule itself, and the whole 
schedule being subject to such headnote, it cannot apply to any actions in 
which less than £10 is recovered. Such being the case, I look in vain for 
any schedule applicable to an action for libel in which less than £10 is 
rccovered. There being none, I cannot see upon what scale these costs can 
be taxed. If taxed upon a scale which does not exist, I think the court 
is exceeding its jurisdiction, and ought to be prohibited. With regard to 
the ‘court fees and allowances to. witnesses, these seem to be included in 
scales to which the headnote is not applicable, and must therefore be 
allowed. Tho prohibition will therefore be granted as to all costs, except 
the costs of witnesses and court fees. 

[We are favoured with the above report. ] 








LAW SOCIETIES. 
LAW ASSOCIATION. 

At a meeting of the directors held at the hall of the Incorporated Law 
Society on Thursday, the 6th inst., the following being present—viz., Mr. 
R. J. Pe:d (chairman), Messrs. C. Burt, T. D. Bolton, M.P., A. C. Cronin, 
8. J. Daw, L. Desborough, H.C. Nisbet, R. H. Peacock, Sidney Smith, 
Arthur Toovey, J. Vallance, and Arthur Carpenter (secretary), a grant of 
£50 was made toa non-member. A further investment in Consols was 
directed to be made. Thirty new members were admitted to the associa- 
tion, and other general business was transacted. 


LEGAL NEWS. 


APPOINTMENTS. 

Mr. Gzorcz Wit1aM Burton, Chief Justice of the Province of Ontario, 
Canada, has received the honour of Knighthood. 

Mr. Wit1u1am Branprorp Grirritu, Chief Justice of the Gold Coast 
Colony, has received the honour of Knighthood. 

Mr. Epwarp James Ackroyp, late Puisne Judge of the Supreme Court, 
Hong-Kong, has received the honour of Knighthood. 

Mr. Artuur Witson, barrister, Legal Adviser and Solicitor, India Office, 
— appointed a Knight Commander of the Order of the Indian 

mpire. 








CHANGES IN PARTNERSHIPS. 

Mr. Roanp Exts De Vestay, solicitor, has made arrangements to join 
Mr. Richard Cattarns in partnership as from the let of January, 1898, and 
will after that date practise at 104, Leadenhall-street, E.C. The style of 
the new firm will be Oattarns & De Vesian. 


_In consequence of the death of Mr. Charles Harrison, Mr. William 
Sidney Harrison is the only surviving partner in the firm of C. & S. 
Harrison & Co., of 19, ford-row, W.C., and he has admitted into 

ership Mr. Artruur Casson Lewis and Mr. Cuartes Freprrick 
— The style of the firm will be as hitherto, C. & S. Harrison & 


Messrs. Clapham, Fitch, & Co., of 15, Devonshire-square, Bishopsgate, 
City, eolicitors, have taken Mr. Perctva, Atrrep Cxiaruam, the eldest son 
of the late senior partner, and Mr. Naruanret Barrett WARNER BROMLEY 
into partnership. The style of the firm remains unaltered. 

5 rs = . a. 

OHN CHARLES Harpy, Lewis Joun Oatway, and Atrrep Percy Dovtton 
ro tagg ag ene, London (Vandercom, Hardy, Oatway, & Doul- 

in). . 31. 


Hersert Joun Wakeman and Cuartes Atnert Buexck, solicitors 
Warminster (Wakeman & Bleeck). Dec. 31. (Gazette, Jan. 4. 


INFORMATION WANTED. 
Tue Rav. Joun Brown Brunegsson, deceased.—The Rev. John Brown 
, deceased, made a will on the 24th of February, 1897, the con- 
tents of which are known, but the original will cannot be found. Any 
person who can give information as to its whereabouts is requested to 
communicate with Messrs. Mear & Fowler, solicitors, No. 2, Old 
Serjeants’-inn, Chancery-lane, London. 


GENERAL. 
Mr. F. K. Munton takes the chair at the Law Students’ Debating 
Society’s annual smoking concert next Monday, at St. James’s Hall. He 
ee of the surviving members who took an active part in the early 


The Lord Chief Justice has requested the attendance of the judges of 
the Queen’s Bench Division at a meeting to be held in his C ship’s 
private.room at the Law Courts on Tuesday next at 3 o’clock, when the 
summer circuits will be chosen and other business transacted. 
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Mr. Justice Byrne will preside at the third of the series of law lectures 
inaugurated by the Solicitors’ Clerks’ Assuciation, which will 
take place in the Old-hall, Lincoln’s-inn, on Tuesday, the 18th irst., 
when Mr. Astbury, QC., will deliver a lecture (in place of Mr. A. 
Hopkinson, Q.0., M.P., who has been appointed Principal of Owens 
College, Manchester) on the subject of ‘‘ Pri Communications.” 

A correspondent writes to the Zimes: ‘‘In to-day’s issue of the Times 
you note the ninety-sixth birthday of the Right Hon. C. P. Villiers, 
designating him the ‘ Father of the Bar,’ as having been called in 1827, 
In the last Law List Mr. William Parrott Carter is given as having been 
been called in 1821. If that gentleman is still alive, and I have seen no 
notice of his death, should not he, and not Mr. Villiers, be considered as 
the ‘ Father of the Bar’ ?’’ 

The Estates Gazette says that in the aggregate the dealings in land and 
property during the year just closed have been of a very satisfactory 
character. The total amount of the sales which have taken place at the 
London Auction Mart, £5,257,723, is considerably in advance of the total 
of £4,476,801 for 1896. In addition, considerable transactions have been 
effected in the provinces, whilst numerous important sales have been con- 
cluded by private treaty. The most notable feature in the year’s business 
has been the facility with which brewing concerns and licensed properties, 
both in London and the provinces, have been sold at remarkably high 
prices. Ground-rents have again been eagerly sought after, principally 
by societies and trustees with funds to invest. The general price has 
averaged about thirty-two years’ purchase, but now and again a much 
higher value has been obtained. The year has seen a considerable 
increase in the demand for small freehold properties ; building sites, both 
in the metropolis and chief provincial centres, have been readily sold at 
good prices. Farms and agricultural land have not sold very readily, but 
in many cases prices have been secured which, as things now are, may be 
considered fairly good. 


THE LAND TRANSFER ACT, 1897. 
Tue following letter has been addressed by Mr. Sydney Gedge to the 


Times : 

The compulsory provisions of the Land Transfer Act, 1897, are to 
be applied to one county as an ex nt and cannot be applied to 
any other county for three years. The Privy Council are to select the 
county by sending to the county council a draft of the proposed order to 
come into force at the end of six months unless the county council shall, 
within thres months, at a special meeting at which two-thirds of the 
whole number of the members are present, resolve, and communicate to 
the Privy Council the resolution that in their opinion compulsory regis- 
tration of title would not be desirable in their county. 

On the 4th of August, when the Bill was being hurried through the 
House of Commons at the fag end of the Session, it was first stated that 
compulsory registration was to be first tried as an experiment in the 
county of Middlesex, which has its own registration office; but later in 
the evening it was stated that it was to be tried first in the county of 
London, and I thereupon moved an amendment to prevent this for various 
reasons, with only one of which will I trouble you now. I urged that 
there was nothing in the Bill to prevent the Privy Council from 
issuing an order immediately after the Act passed, bringing its 
provisions into operation in the county, unless within three 
months from that time it held such a meeting and 
such a resolution, and that the power of objecting ought to 
be given not to the moribund county council, but to the new council, 
which would be elected next March. The Attorney-General, who was 
then in charge of the Bill, declared on behalf of the Government that 
‘the provisions of the Bill were not to come into operation until the Ist 
of January, 1898, before which time no steps whatever could be taken 
towards putting these provisions into force.’”’ This statement was equiva- 
lent to an undertaking on the part of the Government that no notice of a 
draft order should be issued by the Privy Council until the Ist of January, 
and, this being so, the London County Council would have until the Ist 
of April to hold its meeting and object, and this could be done either by 
the dying council or by the newly-elected council. Having this under- 
taking, I allowed my amendment to be negatived without a division, and 
a few minutes afterwards, on its being pointed out that the Bill contained 
a clause enabling such a notice to be issued as soon as the Act received 
the Royal Assent, it was struck out by the Government as being incon- 
sistent with the Attorney-General’s statement. 

Notwithstanding this distinct pledge, the London Gazette of the 26th of 
November contains an official announcement of a draft order sent to the 
London County Council to the effect that on and after the Ist of July 
registration of title to land is to be compulsory in sales in that county. 
The effect is that the time for obj will expire on the 26th of 
February, and the new council will be deprived of any voice in the matter. 
I find that this is done by virtue of the sith section of the Interpretation 
Act, 1889, which provides that ‘‘ where an Act is not to come inte opera- 
tion immediately on its passing, and confers power to make, grant, or 
issue any order in council, &c., that power may, unless the contrary 
intention appears, be exercised at any time after the passing of the Act, 
so far as may be expedient for the purpose of bringing the Act into 
operation at the day of the commencement thereof.’’ Both the Attorney- 
General and I were members of the House of Commons when this Act 
was passed, but he clearly, as well as I, had forgotten this section, other- 
wise I am sure that he would not have allowed the House to believe that 
by striking out this clause the course objected to was rendered 
—- 

t course, for which I believe the Lord Chancellor is responsible, is @ 
direct violation of the undertaking given by the Government, and though, 
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in construing an Act of Parliament, we cannot read into it the statements 
made in the ues by these whe pose 5, shone ewe Soman nee 
admit that the deletion of this clause sho the contrary intention.” 
It is evident that the Lord Chancellor was not aware of what had taken 
in the House of Commons, but now that his attention is called to it, 

we have a right to require that the notice of the draft order be immediately 
ceased, so that ot effect may be given to the intention of the Govern- 
ph and the understanding of the House of Commons upon which the 


as passed. 
BiUp ° to Thursday last no yt to this letter was mooie 





COURT - PAPERS. 
CIRCUITS OF THE JUDGES. 

The following Judges will remain in Town :—Maruew, J., and Waicur, 
J., during the whole of the Circuits; the other Judges respective 
Commission Days. 

Nortics.—In cases where no note is appended to the names of the Circuit 
Towns both Civil and Criminal Business must be ready to be taken on the 
firat working day ; in other cases the note a; to the name of the 
Circuit Town indicates the day before which Civil Business will not be 
taken. In the case of Circuit Towns to which two Judges go there will be 
no alteration in me old practice. 
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SUPREME COURT OF JUDICATURE, 








Thursda: 
Friday ......29 | Bkey apps and new trial 
Saturday ...29. trial 
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HIGH COURT OF JUSTICE. 
CHANCERY — 


Ma. Justice PORTE 
a Jan. ee .Mots and adj sums 
Friday ... hes é Tovyeen be 

15 | come, fur cons, & 
~ \ eitling in chambers 
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Menleg.... au ..Bitting in chambers be from time to time announced in the | will be taken in Court I. on Wednesday, January 12, and following days ig 
uesday.....15) ie aily Cause List. . that week. Final a in the second week. 
Teese een oe a hed on gg ge Be aed On Mondays ool Fridays final appeals or new trial motions will be 
Friday ......18 Mots and adj sums tinued until the end of the following | taken if there are not enough interlocutory or bankruptcy appeals for 


week. Motions and Unopposed Peti- 
tions will be heard during that period 
by Mr. Justice aeere., 

Actions for Trial with Witnesses will also 
be taken at other times. Notice will be 
given in the Daily Cause List. 

Mr. Justice Stirling’s Motions and Un- 
opposed Petitions will be taken in this 
Court while he is hearing Witness 
Actions—viz., on Thursdays, Feb, 3 and 
10. 


) Sht caus, pets, fur cons, & | 
Saturday . 19 | 94; pant 
Any cause intended to be heard asa short | 
cause must be so marked in the cause 
book at least one clear day before the 
same can be put in the paper to be so 
heard. Two copies of minutes of the 
proposed judgment or order must be left | 
in court with the judge’s clerk the day 
before the cause is to be put in the paper. 
When witness actions can be taken on any | 
days other than those appointed, due | 
ses secaeaieiiaae | Cuancery Covert III. 


Mr. Justice BYRNE. 


| Actions transferred for Trial or Hearing 
only will be taken in the order in the 
Cause List on every day of the Sittings, 
from Jan. 11 to April 6, both in- 
clusive. 

Business in the Liverpool and Manchester 
District Registries will be taken as 
follows :— 

Summonses in Chambers on every other 
Saturday commencing with Saturday, 
Jan, 22. 

Motions, 
Adjourned Summonses on every other 
Saturday, commencing with Saturday, 
Jan, 22. 


Lorp CHANCcELLOR’s Court. 
Mr. Justice STIRLING. 
Tues., Jan. 11...Mots, adj sums, and gen pa 
hee a 2 } General paper 
Friday ......14...Mots, adj sums, andgenpa | 
( Sht caus, pets, adj sums, & 
Saturday 15} gen pa 


Monday......17,..8itting in char bers 
Fa eo Ae } General paper 

” 4. § Mots for Kekewich, J, and 
Thursday ...20 ) n pa 
Friday ......21...Mots, adj sums, and gen pa | 

Sht caus, pets (including 

1 gg) unopposed pets for Keke- 
Saturday ...22 wich, J), adj sums, and 


Short Causes, Petitions, and 


gen pa Cuancery Covrr II. 
....24...Bitting in chambers 


Monday.. es > > 
Tuesday ...25) “he Mr. Justice ROMER, 
Wednesday 26 } > : Tues.. Jan. 11.. Mots and non wit list 
97 { Mots for Kekewich, J,and | Wog 12) «>. : 
Thursday ...27 | gen pa Thursday 13 § Witness list 
Friday ......28...Mots, adj sums,andgenpa | Friday ......14...Mots and non wit list 
= —, — _ a { Pets, sht caus, procedure 
. unopposed pets for Keke- | g ay sums, : 
Saturday ...29) 55 J), adj sums, and | Saturday ...15 i a eens pets, and 
gen pa day... . Sitting in chamber 
Monday..... 31...5itting m chambers ear a ee 
ao Feb. : Wednesday 19) 
Me beonesnes | s r...20) W s Lis 
Thursday ... 3 ) Witness actions idey. 21 , eee 
Friday ...... 4 | Saturday ...22 
Saturday ..5/ | Monday......24...Sitting in chambers 
Monday...... 7...8itting in chambers | Tuesday .....25 
ae : ; | Wednesday 26 | 
ssesentee Thursday ...27 } Witness lis 
Thursday ...10 { Witness actions Friday wo nen 
Friday .....11f | Saturday _.29 
Saturday ..J2° Monday......31...Sitting in chambers 
Monday......14...Sitting in chambers Tues., Feb. 1) ..-- ; 
Tuesday ...15 Wed. ......... g | Witness list 
Wednesday 16 ¢ General paper Thursday ... 3...Mots for North, J 
Thurs. ...... 17 . Friday ...... 4. Mots and non wit list 
Friday ...... ery adj oe gen pa ( Pets, sht caus, opposed 
caus, pels, ac sums, | > re 2s ; 
Saturday ...19 { rose Fone 2 J ’ | Saturday ... 5 pets, procedure sums, and 


= wit list, including un- 
Any cause intended to be heard asa short | opposed pets for North, J 
cause must be so marked in the cause | Monday...... 7...S8itting in chambers 

book at least one clear day before the y_-+ 8) witness List 

same can be put in the paper to be so | Wednesday 9} . 

heard, and the necessary papers, includ- | Thursday ...10...Mots for North, J _ 

ing minutes of the proposed judgment or | Friday ...... 11...Mots and non wit list 
one, must be left rrith the judge’s clerk Pets, sht caus, procedure 
one clear day before the cause is to be | Saturday alr , pets, and 


it into the paper. non wit list, including un- 
itness actions will probably be taken on 
other days than those mentioned above. 
Of these due notice will be given. 


opposed pets for North, J 
Monday...... 14...8itting in chambers 
| Tuesday .. 15 
| Wednesday 18 Witness list 
Thursday ...17 
Friday ...... 18,..Mots and non wit list 
{ Pets, sht caus, procedure 
Saturday ...19} sums, opposed pets, and 
non wit list 


Cuancerny Court IV. 
Mr. Justice KEKEWICH. 
The following will be the Order of Business 
according to the days of the week :— 
Monday—Sitting in chambers 


Thursday ...... | 
Friday (except Jan. 21 and 28)—Motions | 
and Adjourned Summonses. 


| Any cause intended to be heard as a short 
| cause must be so marked in the cause 
book at least one clear day before the 
same can be put in the paper to be so 
eard. Two copies of minutes of the 
proposed judgment or order must be left 
The first day of the Sittings, Tuesday in court with the judge’s clerk one clear 
Jan. 11, will also be a Motion day, and day before the cause is to be put in the 
Friday, April 1, will be the last day of paper. ' 
which Notice of Motion can be given | N.B.—The following Papers on Further 
without special leave. Consideration are required for the use of 
Saturday—Short Causes and Petitions will the Judge, viz. :—T'wo Copies of Minutes 
be taken on Saturday, Jan. 15, and of the proposed Judgment or Order, 1 
thenceforward (but subject to special Copy Pleadings, and 1 Copy Chief Clerk’s 
arrangements respecting Witness Ac- Certificate, which must be left in Court 
tions) on alternate Saturdays only in- with the Judge’s Clerk one clear day 
stead of on every Saturday as heretofore. before the Further Consideration is ready 
The Business for the other Saturdays will to come into the paper. 





COURT OF APPEAL. 
HILARY SITTINGS, 1898. 
Appgat Court I.—Noricrs. 

Queen’s Bench interlocutory appeals will be taken in Court I. on Tues- 
day, January 11, and afterwards on every Monday in Hilary Sittings. 
Bankruptcy appeals will be taken on Friday, January 14, and following 
Fridays. 

Queen’s Bench final appeals and new trial motions will be taken 
in Court IJ. in alternate weeks during the Sittings. New trial motions 


day’s paper. 

Admiralty appeals (with assessors) will be taken in Oourt I. on da 
a appointed by the Court, notice of which will appear in the Daily 
Cause List. 


Arrgat Court II.—Noriczs. ’ 

N.B.—Interlocutory appeals from the Chancery and Probate and Divorce 
Divisions will be taken in Court II. on Tuesday, January 11, and afterwards 
on every Wednesday in Hilary Sittings. 

N.B.—Subject to Chancery interlocutory appeals on Wednesdays, Chan- 
cery final appeals will be taken every day in Court II. until further 
notice. 

N.B.—When the interlocutory appeals are not enough for a day’s 
paper, Chancery final appeals will be added on interlocutory days. 

N.B.—Probate and Divorce final appeals will be taken in the Chancery 
Appeal List as reached. 

Appeals from the Lancaster and Durham Palatine Courts (if any) will be 
taken in Court II. on Thursday, January 13, Thursday, February 3, and 
Thursday, March 3. 


FROM THE OHANCERY DIVISION, THE PROBATE, DIVOROE, 
AND ADMIRALTY DIVISION (PROBATE AND DIVORCE), AND 
THE COUNTY PALATINE AND SrANNARIES COURTS. 

(Final List.) 
1896. 

In re Machin & Bradshaw’s Contract & V & P Act, 1874 app of JH 
Crofts & ors from order of Mr Justice Kekewich, dated June 13, 1895 
(perfected Feb 10, 1897) May 13 

In re The Russian Spratt’s Patent ld, Johnson v The Russian Spratt’s 
Patent ld app of plt from order of Mr Justice Stirling, dated April 30, 
1897 May 27 

The Automatic Diversions Syndicate, ld v Urry app of plts from order 
of Mr Justice Byrne, dated March 29, 1897 (security ordered) May 27 

In re Griffiths Duncombe v Waterlow app of pltf from order of Mr 
Justice Kekewich, dated July 31, 1897 pe th not perfected) Aug 21 

Somes v Scott Bros app of plts from order of Mr Justice Byrne, dated 
June 4, 1897 Aug 30 

Jamieson & Cov Jamieson app of dft from order of Mr Justice Byrne, 
dated Aug 12,1897 Aug 30 

In re Manning Manning v Manning 
North, dated July 30, 4807 Sept 9 

Paul v Paul app of plt in person from order of Mr. Justice Byrne, dated 
July 7, 1897 Sept 17 

In re Mary Ross’ Charity and Charitable Trusts Acts, &¢ app of the 
Churchwardens of Bishops Hatfield from order of Mr. Justice North, 
dated July 10, 1897 Sept 29 

In re Roberts, Bird v. Roberts app of deft from order of Mr. Justice 
Kekewich, dated Aug 7, 1897 Sept 29 

Cheetham v Higinbotham app of pits from order of Mr Justice Kennedy 
for Mr Justice Byrne, dated Aug 12, 1897 (Manchester District Registry 
Action) Oct 20 

Taylor v Blake app of plt from order of Mr Justice Kekewich, dated 
July 7, 1897 Oct 23 

Bengough v Beagough app of dft from order of Mr Justice Kekewich, 
dated July 8, 1897 Oct 27 

In re The Mersey Ry Co & Ry Co’s Act, 1867 app of the company from 
order of Mr Justice Stirling, dated Aug 10, 1897 (s.o. until motion dis- 
posed of) Oct 28 

Mason v Keays app of plt from order of Mr Justice Kekewich, dated 
Nov 5, 1897 Nov 13 

Arkwright v Davenport app of plt from order of Mr Justice Kekewich, 
dated Nov 2, 1897 Nov 15 

In re Treherne Weldon v Williams app of plt in person from order 
? ~_ Justice Byrne, dated Nov 15, 1897 (order not perfected) 

ov 

Hockey v Western app of plt from order of Mr Justice Kekewich, dated 
Nov 12, 1897 (order not perfected) Nov 18 

Hunt v Fripp app of dft S H Cohen from order of Mr Justice Byrne, 
dated Nov 12, 1897 Nov 20 

In re Burton Middleton v Middleton app of dfts A Middleton and ors 
from order of Mr Justice Stirling, dated Nov 13, 1897 Nov 23 

In re The Co’s Acts, 1862 to 1890, & In re The McDonald Gold Mines 
ld app of James Duncan from order of Mr Justice Wright, dated Nov 
24,1897 Nov 25 

Dredge v Parnell app of plt from order of Mr Justice Romer, dated Nov 
23,1897 Nov 26 

In re Ruston Melville v Ruston app of dft from order of Mr Justice 
North, dated Nov 15, 1897 Nov 29 

The Devon & Cornwall B Co, ld v Honey app of dft A 
ag from order of Mr Justice Kekewich, dated May 18, 1897 

ec 

Dowler v Keeling app of plt from order of Mr Justice Kekewich, dated 
Dec 1, 1897 (order not perfected) Dec 2 

In re Ridley Ridley v Vaughan app of dfts J E Vaughan and ors 
from order of Mr Justice North, Nov 22, 1897 Dec3 

Ullmann v Ulimann app of dft from order of Mr Justice Kekewich, dated 

Nov 23, 1897 (order not perfected) Dec 6 

Paget v Paget app of plt from order of Mr Justice Kekewich, dated Nov 
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Betts v Betts elaine from order of Mr Justice Romer, dated 
Nov 24, 1897 8 

Pneumatic Tyre Co ld v Tubeless Pneumatic Tyre and Capon Heaton 1d 
app of pits from order of Mr Justice Romer, dated Dec 8, 1897 (order 
not perfected) Dec 10 

In re Deighton & Harriss’ Contract and V & P Act, 1874 app of applt 
from order of Mr Justice Kekewich, dated Dec 4, 1897 (order not 

rfected) Dec 10 

The Somersetshire Drainage Commrs v Corpn of Bridgwater app of 
d{ts from order of Mr Justice Romer, dated Nov 9, 1897 Dec 10 

In re Piercy Whitwham v Piercy app of dfts from order of Mr Justice 
North, dated June 2, 1897 (order not perfected) Dec 15 

In re The Companies Acts, 1862 to 1896 & In re The West London & 
General Permanent Benefit Building Soc app of Elizabeth Thomson 
from order of Mr Justice Wright, dated Nov 10, 1897 Dec 15 

In re an Appln for Registration of No 199,537 in Class 34 & Patents, 
Designs, &c Acts app of E Ripley & Son from order of Mr Justice 
Kekewich, dated Dec 3, 1897 (ordernot perfected) Dec 17 

Inre Hughes Brandon v Hughes app of plt from order of Mr. Justice 
Kekewichb, dated Nov 18, 1897 Dec 22 

Golding v W Reilly & Co,1d app of defts from order of Mr Justice 
Stirling, dated Dec 9, 1897 (order not perfected) Dec 22 

In re Hannan’s King Gold Mining Co, ld & Co’s Act, 1862 appof J H W 

. Irvin & anr from order of Mr. Justice Stirling, dated Dec 4, 1897 
(order not perfected) Dec 22 


FROM THE CHANCERY DIVISION. 
(Interlocutory List.) 
1897. 


Wilkinson v Leyland app of dft from order of Mr Justice Kekewich, 
dated Aug 10, 1897 (order not perfected) Aug 13 

Lake v Harrison app of dft from order of Mr Justice North, dated Aug 4, 
1897 (order not perfected) Aug 20 

Feltham v Chester app of deft from order of Mr. Justice Kekewich, 
dated Oct 29, 1897 Nov 6 

Raleigh v Goschen app of plt from order of Mr. Justice Romer, dated 
Nov 13, 1897 Dec 10 

The Saccharin Corpn,ld vy The Chemicals & Drug Co, ld app of plts from 
order of Mr. Justice North, dated Dec 10, 1897 Dec 16 

Boord v The African Consolidated Land & Trading Co, ld app of defts 
from order of Mr Justice North, dated Dec 10, 1897 (order not per- 
fected) Dec 18 

Langfier v Bender app of plt from order of Mr. Justice Kekewich, dated 
Dec 17, 1897 (order not perfected) Dec 21 

The Barnsley “we < v Hanson & Son app of es from order of Mr 
Justice North, dated Dec 21, 1897 (order not perfected) Dec 22 


FROM THE PROBATE AND DIVORCE DIVISION. 
(Final List.) 


E Kettlewell v C S Kettlewell (Divorce) app of petnr from order of the 
President, dated Dec 6, 1897 Dec 20 


FROM THE QUEEN’S BENCH DIVISION. 
Judgment. Reserved. 
(Interlocutory List.) 


Dunn v Appleton & Co app of deft from order of Mr. Justice Day, 

dated Dec 19, 1897 (c av Dec 21) 
FROM THE QUEEN’S BENCH DIVISION. 
For Hearing. 
(Final List.) 
1897. 

Llewellyn & ors v Vale of Glamorgan Ry Co app of dfts from judgt of 
Mr. Justice Wright, dated May 31, 1897, at trial without a jury, 
Middlesex July 12 

Grant v The Great Western Ry Co app of plt from judgt of Mr. 
Justice Collins, dated June 29, 1897, at trial with special jury, 
Glamorgan July 14 

The Queensland National Bank ld vy The Peninsular and Oriental Steam 
Navigation Co app of dfts from judgt of Mr Justice Mathew, dated 
rd 6, 1897, at trial without a jury, Middlesex (s o liberty to apply) 

uly 19 

The Yorkshire Trust ld (in liquidation) v The Lancashire Trust & Mort- 
gage Insce Corpn 1d _ app of plt from judgt of Mr Justice Wills, dated 
July 13, 1897, at trial without a jury, Middlesex July 20 

The Queen v Lacon & Co ld (Crown side) app of G E Laceby from judgt 
of Justices Cave and Ridley, dated July 9, 1897 July 21 

The Anglo- West Australian Agency ld v Russell’s Westralia Syndicate 1d 
&ors app of dfts from judgt of Mr Justice Wills, dated July 13, 1897, 
at trial without a jury, Middlesex July 22 

Durham v Robertson app of deft from j of Mr Justice Wills, dated 
July 14, 1897, at trial without a jury, Middlesex July 23 

Aktiebolaget Separator v Dairy Outfit Co, 1d app of pits from j of 
od Justice Wright, dated April 12, 1897, without a jury, Middlesex 

y 26 

Bryant vy W Hancock & Co, 1d app of defis from judgt of Mr Justice 

Eaerenne, dated July 24, 1897, at trial without a jury, Glamorgan 
ug 2 
J 


Sg gy Butler *pp of deft from judgt of Mr Justice Wills, dated 
e 


y 24, 1897, Mi sex Aug 5 





E Wood vy The Mayor, &c of the Boro’ of Widnes (Crown side) of 
respts from judgt of Justices Lawrance & Ridley, dated July 24, 1897 


Aug 6 

Trinder, Anderson, & Co v Thames & Mersey Marine Insce Co —— 
defts from judgt of Mr Justice Kennedy, dated July 23, 1897, 
without a jury, Middlesex Aug 6 

Same v North Queensland Insce Co, 1d app of defts from judgt of Mr 
Justice Kennedy, dated July 23, 1897, at trial without a jury, Middle- 
eex Aug6 

Same v Weston, Crocker & ors app of defts from j of Mr Justice 
Kennedy, dated July 23, 1897, at trial without a jury, Middlesex Aug 6 

The Westport Coal Cold v McPhail app of dits from jdgt of Mr J 
apm mg ae ey 23, 1897, at trial with special jury, Middlesex 
y oO ug 

W & ors v Maton & anr app of pits from ju of Mr Justice 

fis. H ; itidteoex Aug 1 


ills, dated July 9, 1897, at without a jury, ug 10 
Calcraft v Guest app of deft from judgt of Mr Justice Collins, dated 
July 28, 1897, at trial without a jury, Aug 10 


The Mersey Steamship Co ld v Mayor, &c, of London app of defts from 
judgt of Mr Justice Mathew, July 9, 1897, at trial with special 
j , Middlesex Aug 11 

The Sunlight Incandescent Gas Lamp Co ld v The Incandescent Gaslight 
Cold app of pits from j of Mr Justice Wills, dated July 23, 1897, 
at trial without a jury, Aug 12 

Allan & ors vy White & Co ld _ lefts from j of Mr Justice 

j Aug 12 


Mathew, dated Aug 5, 1897, at without a jury, 

pe a RM Re of Mr Justice 

Hawkins, dated Aug 9, 1897, at with special jury, Aug 12 

In re Bills of Sale Act, i882 ' Wickens (applicant) v Shuckburgh rept) 
app of in aS eS a Day, dated 9, 1897 Aug 1 

Spyer & anr v er app of dft from of Mr Justice Wills, dated 

uly 26, 1897, at trial without a jury, Aug 14 

The Guardians of the Poor of the Union v The Guardians of the 
Poor of St Saviour’s Union (Crown ) app of rapts from jdgt of 
Justices Collins and Ridley, dated July 30, 1 Aug 14 

Smith & ors (Overseers of the Parish of Worthing) v Richmond (Surveyor 
of Taxes) Revenue app of rspts from jdgt of Justices Collins and Ridley, 
dated Aug 2, 1897 (day to be fixed) Aug 16 

Attorney-Gen v Mayor, &c, of Tynemou aap dfts from judgt of 
Justices Grantham and Wright, dated May 20, 1897, on special case 

Aug 16 

Kelly’ v London Pavilion 1d app of dfts from j of Mr Justice 

yg dated Aug 11, 1897, at trial with special jury, Middlesex 
ug 16 

Kelly v The Oxford ld app of dfts from judgt of Mr Justice Hawkins, 
dated Aug 11, 1897, at with special a ang oe oy Aug 16 

Kelly v The New Tivoli a oe of dfts wey of Justice 
ee dated Aug 11, 1897, at trial with jury, Middlesex 
Au 

Dane's Discount Co ld v Bulpett “pp of plts ono of Mr Justice 
Ridley, dated Aug 3, 1897, at trial without a jury, Aug 16 

The Ruabon Steamship Co ld v The London Assce =< pit from judgt 
of Mr Justice Mathew, dated Aug 6, 1897, at without a jury 
Middlesex Aug 20 

Spalding & ors v Orocker & ors app of dfts from j of Mr Justice 
Mathew, dated May 11, 1897, at trial without a jury, Middlesex 
Aug 23 

Harper & ors v Lees Lhd nog judgt of Mr Justice Cave, dated 
Aug 10, 1897, at trial out a jury, B ham Aug 23 

Ibbotson v Ibbotson, Bros & Co, app of dfts from jdgt of Mr 
Justice Wright, dated Aug 12, 1897, at without ajury, Middlesex 


Aug 24 

Tio teenie Committee of the Stockport Union v The London & North 
Western Ly f Co (Crown side) app of applts from jdgt of Justices Law- 
rance & Ri i St et Aug 24 

Hirsch & Cov Wood app of dft from jagt of Mr Justice Wills, dated Aug 
12, 1897, at trial without e jury, Aug 26 

Koffyfontein Mines ld v Hir & Co app dfts from idgt of Mr 
Justice Wills, dated Aug 12, 1897, at trial without a jury, Middlesex 
Aug 26 

The he Anilin & Soda Fabrik v La Societe Chimique des Usines, 
&c app of plts from jdgt of Mr Justice Wills, dated Aug 7, 1897, at trial 


without a jury, Middlesex Oct 2 

Chelk v Digby Fs of dft from j of Mr Justice Mathew, dated Aug 
10, 1897, at without a jury, dlesex Oct 23 

Fowler v Stanley & ors of pit from judgt of Mr Commissioner McCall, 
Q.C., dated Aug 6, 1 Oct 26 

Tyldesley-with-Shakerley Urban District Council v The Atherton Urban 
District tel of dits from judgt of Mr Justice Kennedy, dated 
Aug 4, 1897, at without a jury, Liverpool Oct 30 

Universal Stock Exchange v H app of dft from judgt of Mr Justice 
— dated Nov 2, 1897, at trial without a jury, Middlesex 

ov4 

King v Williams app of dft from of Mr Justice Wills, dated Nov 
1.1397, at trial th special j Arighioee Nov 4 : 

E S Medway v The Greenwich Linoleum Co ld (Crown Side) 
of ~¥ from judgt of Justices Wright & Kennedy, dated Oct 30, 18 
Nov 

Buckwell v Norman (Crown Side) of pit from judgt of Justices 
hana Sache Oh py Kv jude of Ms Justice Wright, dated A 

Carter v a ug 
6, 1897, at trial without a jury, ¥ Nov 10 
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Sumpter v Hedges app of plt from of Mr Justice Bruce, dated Nov 
2, 1897, at trial without a jury, ty ae Nov 10 
Wheeler v Fradd ast pit from ju of Mr Justice Wills, dated Oct 
28, 1897, at trial without a jury, esex Nov ll 
London County Council v London Hydraulic Power Co app of dfts 
na jadet of Justices Wright and Kennedy, dated Nov 6, 1897 
ov Ii 
Nicholson v Fisher app of plt from jodet of Mr Justice Bruce, dated 
Nov 1, 1897, at trial without a jury, Middlesex Nov 15 
Thomson v White rine of plt from judgt of Mr Justice Mathew, dated 
Aug 5, 1897, at trial without a jury, Middlesex Nov 16 
United Flexible Metallic Tubing Co Id v Allen & Sons app of dfts from 
judgt of Mr Justice Channell, dated Nov 5, 1897, at trial without ajury, 
Middlesex Nov 16 
Attorney-Gen v The Rev H Beech & W Beech (Revenue) app of dfts 
samt aaa of Baron Pollock & Mr Justice Ridley, dated July 28, 1897 
ov 
Cummins v Smith app of plt from judgt of Mr Justice Mathew, dated 
July 21, 1897, at trial without a jury Nov 18 
Passingham v King app of dft from judgt of Mr Justice Kennedy, dated 
Nov 13, 1897, at trial without a jury, Middlesex Nov 22 
Reis v MacCallum app of dft from judgt of Mr Justice Bigham, dated 
Nov 10, 1897, at trial, & Nov 24 
White v Turnbull, Martin, & Co app of plt from judgt of Mr Justice 
a dated Nov 16, 1897, at trial without a jury, Middlesex 
‘ov 
Bagshawes ld v Beck & anr (Poppleton, clmt) app of clmt from judgt of 
r Justice Bigham, dated Nov 8, 1898 Nov 25 
The Colne Fishing Co & The Mayor, &c. of The Boro’ of Colchester v 
Sg oo & anr app of plts from judgt of Mr Justice Ridley, dated Oct 
26, 1897, at trial without a jury, Mid x Nov 25 
The Mersey Docks & Harbour Board v R Hunter, Craig, & Co app of 
dfts from judgt of Mr Justice Mathéw, dated Nov 13, 1897, at trial 
without ajury, Middlesex Nov 27 
Oxley (an infant) v Wilks & ors app of dfts from judgt of Mr Justice 
Dorling, dated Nov 15, 1897, at trial with common jury, Middlesex 


ov 

Lyons v Showell’s Brewery Oo ld app of plt from judgt of Mr 
marae Mathew, dated Nov 22, 1897, at trial without a jury, Middlesex 

ec 

Harding v Pooley app of dft from judgt of Justices Wright and Kenned 
dated Nov3, 1897 Dec 1 Bis ‘ 2 

Clarkson v Button app of dft from judgt of Mr Justice Ridley, dated 
Nov 26, 1897, at trial without a jury, Middlesex Dec 1 

Wiesener v Levison app of dft from judgt of Mr Justice Darling, dated 
Nov 10, 1897, at trial without a jury, Middlesex Dec 3 

Attorney-Gen (Informant) v C M Strange (Revenue) app of informant 
from judgt of Justices Vaughan Williams and Kennedy, dated Aug 12, 
1897 Dec 6 

Hall v Mildren app of dft from judgt of Mr Justice Channell, dated Nov 
12, 1897, at trial without a jury, Middlesex Dec 6 

Martin, Short, & Co v Montgomery app of dfts from judgt of Mr Justice 
Mathew, dated Dec 4, 1897, at trial without a jury Dec 8 

Stange & Co v Lowitz app of dft from judgt of Mr Justice Ridley, dated 
Nov 24, 1897, at trial without a jury, Middlesex Dec 8 

E J Phillips v The School Board for London (Crown Side) app of plt 
from judgt of Justices Wright and Kennedy, dated Oct 27, 1897 Dec 9 

R K Cockerton v The School Board for London (Crown Side) app of plt 
from judgt of Justices Wright and Kennedy, dated Oct 27, 1897 Dec 9 

Sea Insurance Co, ld & anor v Blogg app of dft from judgt of Mr Justice 
Mathew, dated Nov 5, 1897, at trial without a jury, Middlesex Dec 10 

Mackinnon v Clark app of dft from judgt of Mr Justice Kennedy, dated 
Dec 2, 1897, at trial without a jury, Middlesex Dec 11 

Belmarco v The London Hanseatic Bank, 1d app of dfts from judgt of 
Mr Justice Mathew, dated Nov 29, 1897, at trial without a jury Dec 14 

Groves v Wimborne app of plt from judgt of Mr Justice Grantham, 
dated Dec 3, 1897, at trial without a jury, Cardiff Dec 14 

Schneker, Walford, & Co v Glanville & ors app of plts from judgt of Mr 
— Bigham, dated Dec 3, 1897, at trial without a jury, Middlesex 

Major v Storey upp of plt from judgt of Mr Justice Darling, dated Dec 
10, 1897, at trial without a jury, Middlesex Dec 18 

Wardens of the New Bridge of Rochester & ors v Cory & Son app of dfts 
from judgt of the Lord Chief Justice, dated Nov 22, 1897, at trial, &c., 
Middlesex Dec 20 

The Pontefract Park Trustees (Applts) v The Assessment Committee of 
the Pontefract Union (Rspts) (Crown Side) app of applts from judgt of 
Justices Wright & Kennedy, dated Nov 26, 1897 Dec 20° 

J. Hartley & ors (Applts) v The Assessment Committee of the Pontefract 
Union (Respts) (Crown Side) app of applts from judgt of Justices 
Wright & Kennedy, dated Nov 26, 1897 Dec 20 

Warren v Moore app of dft from judgt of Mr Justice Hawkins, dated 
Dec 14, 1897, at trial without a jury, Middlesex Dec 23 

The Bahamas Inague Sisal Plantation, ld v Griffin app of plts from 
j of Mr Justice Bigham, dated Dec 14, 1897, at trial without a jury, 

dlesex Dec 23 


FROM THE PROBATE, DIVORCE, AND ADMIRALTY DIVISION 
(ADMIRALTY). 
For Hearing. 
(With Nautical Assessors.) 


1897. 
The Orotava 1897 Folio 312 (salvage) The Perim Coal Co, ld v The 





The Barnesmore 1897 Folio 348 ( ) 
gation Co, ld (Owners of Noniadict) v Owners of Barnemore app of 
oe — judgt of Mr Justice Gorell Birnes, dited July 26, 1897 

uly 

The Glengyle 1897 Folios 429 & 442 (consolidated) The Neptune 
Salvage Uo, ld, of Stockholm & ors v Owners of per ab cargo and 
freight app of dfts from judgt of Mr. Justice Go Barnes, dated 
Dec 6, 1897 Dec 16 


FROM THE QUEEN’S BENCH DIVISION. 
(New Trial Paper.) 
1897. 


Makin & Sandiford v Greenhalgh applo of dft for jadgt or new trial cn 
app from verdict & judgt, dated July 17, 1897, at trial before Mr Justice 
Bruce and common jury, Manchester Aug 6 

Young v Bailey appln of dft for judgt or new trial on app from verdict & 
judgt, dated July 3, 1897, at trial before Mr Justice Vaughan Williams 
& special jury, Middlesex Sept 1 

Bone & anr v Johnstone app of plts for judgt or new trial on app from 
verdict & judgt, dated Aug 12, 1897, at trial before Mr Justice Lawrancs 
and common jury, Winchester Oct 12 

Gomersall v Davies app of dft for judgt or new trial on app from verdict 
& judgt, dated Aug 2, 1897, at trial before Mr Justice Wright and 
common jury, Leeds Oct 23 

Milsom (trading, &c) v Bechstein app of dft for judgt or new trial on 
app from verdict & judgt, dated Oct 27, 1897, at trial before Mr Justice 
Lawrance and | jury, Middlesex Nov 6 

Blackwell v British Burma Exploration Syndicate ld appln of dfts for 
judgt or new trial on app from verdict & judgt, dated Nov 6, 1897, at 

before Mr Justice Lawrance and special jury Nov 15 

Jones v Hewitt appln of dft for judgt or new trial on app from verdict 
& judgt, dated Nov 9, 1897, at l before Mr Justice Mathew and 
special jury, Middlesex Nov 16 

Crook v Lamond appln of dft for judgt or new trial on SPP of verdict & 
judgt, dated Oct 28, 1897, at trial before Mr Justice Lawrance and 
special jury, Middlesex Nov 24 

Bobey v Arnold & anr appln of plt for judgt or new trial on app from 
verdict & judgt, dated Nov 13, 1897, at trial before Mr Justice 
Darling & common jury, Middlesex, and cross notice of dfts, dated 
Nov 20, 1897 Nov 27 

Buhl vChope appln of plt for judgt or new trial on app from verdict & 
jdgt, dated Nov 22, 1897, at trial before Mr Justice Darling and common 
jury, Middlesex Nov 29 

Hobman v Bruce & Co, 1d appln of dfts for judgt or new trial ona 
from verdict and judgt, dated Nov 26, 1897, at trial before the L 
Chief Justice and special jury, Middlesex Dec 3 

Whitfleld v Bishop Auckland Urban District Council appln of difts for 
judgt or new trial on app from verdict and judgt, dated Nov 19, 1897, 
at trial before Mr. Justice va and special jury, Durham Dec3 ~ 

The Monarch Syndicate, 1d v Pollock appln of dft for judgt or new 
trial on app from verdict and judgt, dated Nov 25, 1897, at trial before 
the Lord Chief Justice and special jury, Middlesex Dec 4 

Bond v Biddle appln of plt for judgt or new trial on app from verdict & 
judgt, dated Nov 23, 1897, at trial before Mr Justice Darling and com- 
mon jury, Middlesex Dec 6 

Pankhurst v Slaney & anr appln of plt for judgt or new trial on app from 
verdict & judgt, dated Nov 19, 1897, at trial before Mr Justice Brace 
and special jury, Manchester Dec 6 

Browne v & anr appln of dfts for judgt or new trial on app from 
verdict & judgt, dated Dec 6, 1897, at trial before Mr Justice Darling 
and common jury, Middlesex Dec 13 

Woodward v ee appln of plt for judgt or new trial ona 
from verdict & judgt, Dec 6, 1897, at trial before Mr J 
Darling and common jury, Middlesex Dec 14 

The Omnium Gold Mining Assoc 1d v The Banque de Brabant appln of 
dfts for judgt or new trial on app from verdict & judgt, dated Dec 8, 
1897, P trial before the Lord Chief Justice and special jury, Middlesex 
Dec 2 

Fox v The Evening News ld appln of plt for judgt or new trial on app 
from verdict & judgt, dated Dec 16, 1897, at trial before the Lord Chief 
Justice & special jury, Middlesex Dec 24 

Fox v The Star Newspaper 1d appln of plt for judgt or new trial on “DP 
from verdict & judgt, dated Dec 16, 1897, at trial before the Lord Ohief 
Justice & special jury, Middlesex Dec 24 


FROM THE QUEEN’S BENCH DIVISION. 
(ta — picy.) 


Expte Appla (in Bankruptcy) against the refusal by Mr Registrar Giffard 
to issue a bankruptcy notice, the 16th Dec, 1897 pt hd 

In re Palmer ae Brims) against an order of Mr Registrar Brougham 
setting aside a bankruptcy notice 

In re Regan (expte The Debtor) against an order of Mr Justice Wright, 
dated Nov 15, 1897 

In re Edlin (expte E H Seddon) from an order of the Divisional Court, 
dated Nov 23, 1897 

FROM THE QUEEN’S BENCH DIVISION. 
(Interlocutory List.) 
1897 


Vaisey v Barnett app of dft from order of Mr Justice Day, dated Dec 7, 
1897 Dec 10 


Jan. 8, 1898. 


Owners of The ss Orotava, cargo and freight appl of d fts from judgt 
of Mr Justice Gorell Barnes, dated June 29, 1897 July 8 ‘et 
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The Cannon Brewery v Nash app of dft from order of Mr Justice Day, 
dated Dec 7, 1897 Dec 13 

Grosvenor & anr vy Saunders app of dft from order of Mr Justice Day, 
dated Dec 14,1897 Dec 18 : 

Nightingale v Bridgett & anr app of pl¢ from order of Mr Justice Day, 

Dec 8, 1897 Dec 20 

Gower v Couldridge & ors app of dft Man from order of Mr Justice Day, 
dated Dec 10,1897 Dec 20 

The Queen on the prosecution of J H Shaw v The Justices of the West 
Riding of the County of York (Crown Side) opp of J H Shaw from 
order of Justices Mathew and Kennedy, dated Dec 1, 1897 (order not 
perfected) Dec 20 

De Hatzfeldt Wildenburg v Pless app of dft from order of Mr Justice 
Day, dated Dec 20, 1897 Dec 22 

The Municipal Corporations Act, 1882. In the Matter of the Election 
Petition of the School Board of London (Chelsea Division) Lord Monks- 
well & ors, petnrs,v Thompson, respts app of respts from order at 
chambers, dated Dec 21, 1897 Dec 23 

Lowe v Godward & ors app of plt from order of Mr Justice Day, dated 
Dec 9, 1897 Dec 24 


N.B.—The above List contains Chancery, Palatine, and Queen’s Bench 
Final and Interlocutory Appeals set down to Friday, Dec 24, 1897, 
inclusive. 


HIGH COURT OF JUSTICE. 
CHANCERY DIVISION. 
Hiiary Srrrimnes, 1898. 
Notices relating to the Chancery Cause List. 


Motions, Petitions, and Short Causes will be taken on the usual days 
stated in the Hilary Sittings Paper, with the followi tions, viz. : 
Mr. Justice North.—In consequence of Mr. Justice North sitting for the 
of his lordship’s own witness list, from Tuesday, a Thereday’ 
until Saturday, February 12, and on Tuesday, Wednesday, and Th » 
February 15, 16, and 17 (inclusive), his lordship’s motions and un- 
petitions will be taken by Mr. Justice Romer—that is to say, 
motions on Thursday, February 3, and Thursday, February 10; un- 
ty) poe petitions on Saturday, February 5, and , Fel 12, 
W en th 
ap 


e witness list can be taken on any days other than those ve | W 


ted, due notice will be given. 
. Justice Stirling.—In consequence of Mr. Justice Stirling sitting for 
the disposal of his lordsbip’s own witness list, from Tuesday, February 1, 
until Saturday, February 12 (inclusive), his lordship’s motions and un- 
opposed petitions during that time will be taken by Mr. Justice Kekewich 
—that is to say, motions and unopposed petitions on Thursday, February 
3, and Thursday, February 10. 

Mr. Justice Kekewich.—The order of business before Mr. Justice Keke- 
wich will be as stated on the sittings paper. Actions for trial with wit- 
nesses will be taken on Tuesday, January 18, and continued until the end 
of the following week. They will also be taken at other times. Notice 
will be given in the Daily Cause List. 

Mr. Justice Romer.—Witness actions will be commenced on Wednesday 
January 12. In consequence of Mr. Justice Romer sitting for the disposal 
of his lordship’s own witness list, from Tuesday, January 18, until 
Saturday, January 29 (inclusive), his lordship’s motions and unopposed 
petitions during that time will be taken by Mr. Justice North—that is to 
say, motions on Thursday, January 20, and Thursday, January 27; un- 
opposed petitions on Saturday, Jan 22, and Saturday, January 29. 
When the witness list is being taken, further considerations will not be 
taken on the Tuesday. 

Mr. Justice Byrne will take witness actions every day in the order as 
they stand in his lordship’s cause book. 

Liverpool and Manchester Business.—Mr. Justice Byrne will take Liver- 
pool and Manchester business as follows :— 

1, Summonses in chambers will be taken on every other Saturday, com- 
mencing with Saturday, January 22. 

2. Motions, short causes, petitions, and adjourned summonses on every 
other Saturday, commencing with Saturday, January 22. 

Summonses before the judge in chambers.—Justices North, Stirling, 
Kekewich, and Romer will sit in court the whole day on every Monday 
during the sittings to hear chamber summonses. 

Summonses adjourned into court will be taken (subject to the witness 
list) as follows: Mr. Justice North on the days stated in the Hi 

ittings paper, and on Fridays and Saturdays; Mr. Justice Stirling, wi 
non-witness actions; Mr. Justice Kekewich on Fridays and Saturdays ; 
Mr. Justice Romer, with non-witness actions, except procedure summonses, 
which (if any) are taken every Saturday, and also on other days as the 
judges may direct. 
Special Notice with Reference to the Chancery Witness Lists. 

During the Hilary Sittings the judges will sit for the disposal of their 
own witness lists as follows : 

Mr. Justice North will take his witness list for the fortnight beginnin 
on Tuesday, February 1, and will sit continuously (Monday, nme ’ 
na until Saturday, February 12, and on the Tuesday, W ’ 
and Thursday following, February 15, 16, and 17. 

Mr. Justice Stirling will begin on Tuesday, February 1, and sit con- 
tinuously (Monday, February 7, excepted) until Saturday, February 12. 

Mr. Justice Kekewich begin on Tuesday, January 18, and sit 


continuously (Monday, January 24, excepted) until Saturday, Jan 29. 
Mr. Justive Romen will take his witness list as stated in’ the sittings 
paper. 
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above appointed, notice will 
in causes assigned 
not inclnding motions to 


of any cause or matter in his 
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parts motions, but 
ot the trial or hearinz 
petitions 


ows: 
to Mr. J North will be heard by Mr. Justices 


— to him, will be heard by one of his colleagues as 
Ro 


mer. 
Those assigned to Mr. Justice Stirling will be heard by Mr. Justios 


Kekewich. 


Those assigned to Mr. Justice Kekewich will be heard by Mr. Justice 


Stirling. 


Those assigned to Mr. Justice Romer will be heard by Mr. Justice 


Causes for Trial or Hearing. 
(Set down to December 24, 1897, inciusive.) 


North. 


Before Mr. Justice Nort. 
Causes for Trial (with witnesses). 
Collins v Woodfi act 
Thomson v Floyd & Co act 
Attenborough v Williamson act: 
In re The panies’ Acts and In 
re The New Alburina Gold 


> 
Witness List (restored by order) 
Jordeson v The Sutton Southcoates, 
&c, GasCo act 
Hood v Hawkins act 
Archer v Stone act 
Edwards v Bridgland act 
The Pioneerville Gold Co ld v Will- 


son act 

Stansfeld vy D’Este act 

Foakes v Drew act & counter 
claim 


Hunt v Worsfold act 


Coghlan v Cumberland act 

Mo v Atten h act 

Murdlay v White. act 

In re Trade- Mark, 88,128 of 1889 & 
Patents, &c, Acts motn entered 
in Witness List by order dft 8 
Challoner dead 

Davis v Matthews act 

Willans v Wheable act 

Incandescent Gas Light Co Id v 

act 


Heidemann v Smokeless Powder 
Cold act 

Hallett v Hallett act 

Lascelles, Tickner, & Co ld v Bur- 
rell act 

pitenboreng® vJay act 

Bacon v Wheable act 


Twyford v Twyford act 
— v The Exploration Co, ld 


Evans v Jones Evans v Jones 
Jones v Evans act, counter- 
claim and m f j 


Radclyffe v Trower act 
from Kekewich, J) advanced by 
order 

Clark v wigley act 

Pneumatic Tyre Co ld v Speed Tyre 
Cold act 

The Automatic Brake Syndicate. 
&o ld v New Enfield Oycle Co ld 

ac 


t 
Batthyany vSykes act 
Dunlo Pneumatic Tyre Co ld v J 
& J Robertson ld act 
Mander v Hurt act 
Swail v Child act 


as'~ teens Colepeper v Colepeper 


ac’ 
Daniel & Arter y Whitehouse act 
Todd v Amyott act 
Morley v Stanley act 
Goldsmid v Incandescent Fire 
Mantel & Stove Cold act 
In Dunloy Traffault Oyele & 
re 
Tube Menetcbating Co ld & 








Co’s Acts motn entered in wit- 


ness list 
ees act & m f j 
The Dunlop Tyre Oo Id 
v The Grappler Pneumatic Tyre 
act (pleadings to be 


Wilson v Wooler act 

The Howard Football Syndicate ld 
vSykes act 

Olark & Grunhut v Crozier & Oo 
act 


Judd v Byrne act 
Rapley v Fatvoye, Field, & Baker 


act 
Kuowles v Ford & Co act 


act 
The Pneumatic Rubber Stamp Oo 
me act 
‘oster v Wagstaffe act 
Tn re Ehrhardt’s Patent, No 3,116 
— petn entered in Witness 


v act 
The Lea Conservancy Board v Lon- 
oo A ld act & counter- 
Cook v Suart (1897—C—500) act 
Same v. Same (1897—O—501) act 
F C Calvert & Co v D Calvert & Oo 


v Baring act 
Octopus Id Harding & Co act 

v 
Hiscock v Lackenby 
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Same v McBirnie act pleadings 
to be delivered 

Same v Evans act pleadings to 
be delivered 

Same v Shaw act pleadings to be 
delivered 

Same v J P Evans & Co act 
pleadings to be delivered 

Pierce v Weston act 

In re Buckett Aldridge v Buckett 


act 
Essex Equitable Permanent Build- 
ing Soc v Simmons act 
Simmance v W Sugg & Co, ld act 
Darby v London Agency, id act 
Delannoy v The Hostabuch Copper 
Syndicate, ld aci 
Edison United Phonograph Co, &c 
v Roberts act 
Keates v Keates act & counter- 


c 

Reynolds v Biltcliffe act 

Duhamel et Cie v Cunningham Egg 
Fruit Co act 

Ellis v Churly act 

Goode v Bridgwater & Cu act 

Banister v Landon act 

Burr v Sir J Pitman & Sons ld act 
without pleadings 

Jacob v Hardie act 

Holford v Blaiberg act (pleadings 
to be delivered) 

Davis v White Cliffs Opal Mines 1d 


act 

White Cliffs Opal Mines ld v Davis 
act (transferred from Q B Divi- 
sion) 

Inskip v Horwood act 

Leigh v Baron de L’Isle act 

Poney v Hordern act &mf j 

The London Property Investment 
Co ld v Shinalnicoff act 

In re Waymouth Waymouth v 
Waymouth act 

Willis v Aste act 

The Improved Electric Glo Lamp 
Co v The Edison and Swan 
United Electric Light Co ld 
act 

In re Joel & Fantas’ Patent, No 
23,111 of 1895, and Patents, &c 
Acts ptn entered in Witness 
List 

Shaw v Holland act 

Brown (trading, &c) vy Woodard 
act 

Price vy Gray act 

MacVine v Miller act 

Warwick v_ Stansfield’s 
Aerial Flight Co act 

Kerfoot vy Godlonton act 

The Bournemouth & Branksome 
Land Soc ld v Jeanes act 

In re Graydon’s Patents, No 18,007 
of 1893 & No 16,927 of 1894 ‘ptn 
entered in Witness Liet 

Smith v Bridgwater act 

Blair v Fuller’s ld act 

A Lawes ld v Goodchild act 

South African Republic vy La Com- 
pagnie Franco-Belge du Chemin 
de ferdu Nord, & act 

Zumbeck v Bradford act 

Stedman v Carpenter act & mf j 

TP Lee &€ Cold vTPLee act 

Paine v Clements act 

Weymes v Knollys act & mf j 

In re Elliott Milnes v Hare act 

T E Brinsmead & Sons ld v Lomax 
act & mf j 

Donn v Sprung act 

Brinkley v Theobald act 

Adjourned Summonses. 

In re Kenyon & Costeker & V & P 
Act, 1874 pt hd (restored) 

In re ”Hancoek, one, &c (taxation) 


Patent 


*InreDevey Lewis v Farmer 
In re Paget Paget v Kenrick 
In re Dickey Simpson v Faulkner 
InreSame Same v Same 


In re Robinson Robineon v Robin- 


son 
Inre Davis Davis v Davis 





In reGyde Ward v Little 

In re Waring Waring v Hill 

In re Kett Tompson, Gurney, & 
Co v Viscount Canterbury 

In re Barker Ravenshaw v Barker 
further hearing of adjd sumns 

~. a Fetherstonhaugh’s Settle- 


~ * Rolls In re Gilders Rolls v 
Meredith 

In re White Franklin v White 

In re Jane Jane v Jane 

In re Dickey Simpson v Faulkner 

In re Cliff Taylor v Nickinson 

In re Barrett In re Hounsell 
Heppenstall v Barrett 

In re Worrall Worrall v Stuart 

In re Merlin Thurburn v Merlin 

In re Walker's Settled Estates & 
S L Acts 

In re Sweeting, one, &c (taxation) 

In re Drinkwater Drinkwater v 
Field 

In re Bagster Bagster v Shaw 

Inre Syms White v Wale 

In re Crofton Roper v Crofton 

In re Nowell’s Settlement & Trustee 
Act, 1893 

In re Metcalfe Walls v Metcalfe 

In re The Shropshire Mineral Light 
Ry Bill, 1891, & 

In re Kershaw Elworthy v Tidman 

In re Strickland Skaife v Strick- 
land 

In re Smith Marriott v Dyson 

In re Chamberlain Hogan v 
Cockerell 

In re Quick Kennedy v Quick 

Bowers v Bowers 

In re Perkins Poyser v Beyfus 

In re Callingham & Shepherd’s 
Contract & V & P Act 

In re Mitchell Mitchell v Mitchell 

In re Crichton Neale v Crichton 

In re Russell Literary, &c Institu- 
tion Figgins v Baghino 

In re Slaney’s Settled Estates & 
Settled Land Acts 

In re Broughall 
Smith 

In re Reina Frost v Lucas 

In re Lambe Lambe v Lambe 

South African Republic v La Com- 
pagnie Franco-Belge, &c 


Shackleton v 


Further Considerations. 
In re Pain Pain v Pain restored 
Willes v Lucas fur con & adjd 
sumns 
In re Hodgson Darley v Hodgson 
fur con 





Before Mr. Justice Strruine. 
Causes for Trial (with witnesses). 
Woodhead v Woodhead act (not 
before Jan 25) 

Whitwham v Watkin act 

Roe v Walpole act 

Bennett v Robinson act 

Clements v Clements act 

Stephens v Stephens act 

In re Romulus Norwood’s Patent, 
No 21,374,—A D—1891, and 
Patents &c Acts petition entered 
in witness list 

Basset v New Brighton Graydon 
Castle, &c Cold act, counter- 
claim & m f j : 

Banfield v Higgins act 

The Dunlop Pneumatic Tyre Co ld 
v The Preston, Davis Tyre & 
Valve Co act 

Walker v King act 

In re Marsh Marsh v Joseph 
further appln on sumns, ordered 
to go into Witness List 

Briggs v Waterhouse act 

Willis v J Weiner ld _ act 

Harris v Lewis act 

In re Whiter, Macalister v Whiter 


act 

Feithfull v Kemp act & counter 
claim 

The London & Foreign Contract 


Corpn 1d v Goldbourne act & 
motn for judgt 

Sanderson v King act 

Sewell v Bottomley act 

Bayley v Hooley act 

Flood v Estcourt Estcourt v Flood 
act & counter-claim (consolidated ) 

Davies v Jones act 

Foxon, Robinson & Oo, ld v D 
Rylands,1ld act 

The Associated Press v The United 
Press act 

British Motor Syndicate ld v British 
Motor Carriage and Cycle Co ld 
act (pleadings to be delivered) 

In re Westendarp, Hanrott v Wes- 
tendarp act (without pleadings) 

Hutchinson v Papillon act 

Huntley-Gordon v The Standard, 
&c, Co ld act 

Nightingale v Kent act (transferred 
from Q B Division) 

Jenkins v Jenkins act and counter- 


Vestry of St Mary, Battersea v 
County of London, &c, Lighting 
Cold act 

Crump v Arrowsmith act 

The Birmingham Breweries ld v 
Tompson act (without pleadings) 

In re TW Robertson’s Patent pet 
entered in witness list (security 
ordered 

In re Taylor Atkinson v Lord act 
&mfj (set down by order) 

— er v Booker & Withers 


Cas edale v Sunbury-on-Thames 
rban District Council act 

Barrett v Barrett act 

De Young v Chandler 
counter-claim 

Dunlop Pneumatic Tyre Co ld v 
Stone act 

Owen v Peters act 

Blaiberg v Mear act 

Prechter v New Rio Tinto Copper 
Cold act 

Dunlop Pneumatic Tyre Co ld v 
Smith’s Patentld act 

Sims v Doolette act 

Selby v Rose, &c ld act 

Cavendish Land Co ld v Plumbly 
act 

Allen Everitt & Sons ld v Commer- 
cial Consols ld _ act 

Nisbet v Saxon & Co act 

In re W Gardner Gardner v Gard- 
- - sumns set down as wit- 


Lee’ Fotheriogham act 
Calvert v The Murchison United 
Gold Mines ld act & counter- 


att & 


claim 
Presto Gear Case & Components 
pod ld v Simplex Gear Case Co ld 


Mande v Salt, Sons & Co ld act 
(pleadings to be delivered) 

Green v Dent act 

British North Borneo Development 
Corpn ld vy Colmer act & mf j 

In re Reynolds, Reynolds v Steb- 
bing adjd sumns entered in Wit- 
ness List 

a v Eley act (set down by 

t 


John Smith’s Tadcaster Brewery 
Co ld v Favell act (Sheffield 
D.R.) 

Sedgwick v Hawse act without 
pleadings (set down by order) 

Snell v Harris act 

Sharman v South Londonderry 
Gold & Exploration Cold act 

The Life Interest & Reversionary 
Securities Corpn ld v Hand-in- 
Hand Fire & Life Insce Soc 


act 
Neave v Duke of Richmond act 
The Tubeless Pneumatic Tyre, &c, 
e v eet Pneumatic Tyre Co 





In re A Christie's Trusts & Trustee 





Act ptn entered in Witness 
List { 


In re Willis Wilson v Thomson 
adjd sumns treated as act with. 
out pleadings 

Kane v T Guest & Co act 

The Vacuum Oil Co v Hollway 


act 

Audain v Gates act & counter. 
claim 

Coates v Danes act &mfj 

Halford v Lewinsohn act 

Fan v Fennessy act 

The Si me & Haigh Moor Coal 
Cold v Edey act 

Warren v The "invicta Patent Brick, 
&ce, Cold act 

Lennox v Peters act 

McLeod v Power act for trial 
(against d{t J Power) 

Electric Construction Co Id y¥ 
Parker act 

Harward v Australian South Afri- 
can Gold Exploration Cold act 

Renouf v Spalding & Bros act 

Williams v Wheeler act 

Attorney-Gen v Radstock Urban 
District Council act 

Fuller v Rankin act 

Barton v Beal act & counter. 
claim 

Vilanova of Domenech v The Olot 
& Gerona Ry Cold act 

Armstrong v Croft act & counter- 
claim 

In re Willcox Armitage v Pauling 
act 

Mascias v Anglo-American Con- 
struction Cold act 

West v Harper act 

Helios Elecktricitats Actien Gesell- 
schaft v Braulik act 

—— aw v North-Eastern Ry 


The Clerical, Medical & General 
Life Assce Oo v Rogers act & mf j 

In re Robertson & Du Cros’ Patent, 
19,497 of 1890 and Patents, ke, 
Acts petn entered in Witness 
List{(security ordered) 

Harper & Battcock v Lewis act 

Horton v Redfern act (pleadings 
to be delivered) 

Paynter v Galindez Bros 
counter-clai 

Howson v Dunlop Pneumatic Tyre 
Cold act 

Hoskin v Shoolbred & Co act 

Shurey v Kionis & Co act 

Inre Wannop McCauley v Hodg- 
son act 

Hanan v Lancaster Dramatic Syn- 
dicate ld act 

Weed v George act 

ey vPyatt & Co act (Birming- 


act & 


Huntly- 3, Pa v Hall act 
— heim v Bryan act &mfj 
son v Lawson act 

nome v Harley act 

The Velocitan Co of Colmer v Velo- 
citan ld act 

Jones v Koral act 

Gompertz (trading, &c.) v The 
Credit Reform Assoc act 

Cooke v Ackroyd act 

Peters v Owen act 

Rockliffe v J Priestman & Co act 

Jackson v Rucker act 

Williams v London & North 
Western Ry Co act 

Wood v Middleton act (remitted 
from Oounty Court of White- 
haven) 

Colley v Otter act (without pleade 
ings) 

Barker v Oakden act 

Bankes Price v Owen act 

Lloyd v Powell act 

Mansell v Mansell act 

Terry v Brickwell = 

Sleeman v C 

Jacobson v 2 gg Ae without 

pleadings set down by order 
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ih & American Machinery Co 
v Hershowitz act 
Bennett v Collins act 
Martin v Martin act 
Northwood v Jordan act 
Catling v Barnett act 
In re W Owen’s Patent, No 12,368 
of 1896 petn ordered to go into 
— 
Basset v Graydon act 
Doolette v Coolgardie Mint, &c, Co 
ld act and counter claim 
The City and Home Counties, &c, 
Building Soc v Came act & m f j 
(transferred from Kekewich, J) 
Same vSame act & mf j 


Causes for Trial (without witnesses) 
and Adjourned Summonses. 
Brougham v Brougham adjd sums 
restored 

Gates v Mott act 

In re Cook & Holland’s Contract & 
V &P Act, 1874 adjd cums 

In re The Dominion Brewery Co, ld 
The Consolidated Trust, ld v The 
Dominion Brewery Co, ld adjd 
sums (to come on with action) 

Millett v Millett motn for judgt 

Smith v Forbes adjd sums 

In re Rubbins Gill v Warrall 
adjd sums 

Deuchar v Sutherland adjd sums 
(questions on accounts) 
In re The Sovereign Life Assce 
adjd sums (heard for Romer, J) 
Inre Dawman Thomas v Simmons 
adjd sums 

In re Fowler Thresher v Fowler 
adjd sums 

Inre Leamon Leamon v Leamon 
adjd sums 

In re Round Round v Round 
adjd sums 

In re Gibbs, Thorne v Gibbs adj 


sumns 
Perch v The Glyncorrwg Colliery 
Cold adj sumns 
In re Tanner, Lamb v Routh adj 


sumns 

In re J Jones, Clegg v Ellison adj 
eumns 

In re Keck & Hart’s Contract & V 
&P Act, 1874 adj sumns 

In re McGuire, Mc Guire v Tyndall 
adj sumns 

The Saccharin Corpt ld v Constan- 
tin, Fahlberg and Wilson, Sala- 
mon & Cold m fj set down by 
order 

In re Atkinson, Waller v Atkinson 
adj sumns 

In re Edwards, Proctor v Edwards 
adj sumns 

In re The North British Rubber 
Cold, &c, The Palmer Tyre, ld v 
Dunlop Pneumatic, &c, Co ld 
adj sumns 

In re Ingham Lawes’ Chemical 
Manure Co ld v Ingham adjd 


sumns 

In re Du Cane & Nettlefold & V & 
P Act, 1874 adjd sumns 

Padgett v Todd act & mf j 


Further Considerations. 
In re J Campbell Bruce v Moore 
fur con 
Inre Friend Friend vy Young far 


con 

Levy vy Stogdon Rumney v Stog- 
don Rumney v Preston fur 
con 

Clement-Smith v The Provincial 
Variety Theatres 1d fur con 

Jacob v Jacob fur con & two adjd 
sumns 





Before Mr. Justice Kexewicu. 
Causes for Trial (with witnesses). 
Balston y Medway Paper Mills Co, 

Id act restored pt hd 


Willshaw v Sell, the elder act 

Lovely v Morton act (security 
ordered) 

West v Templer act 

Church v Stuart act 

Hazlitt v Wrexham & Acton Col- 
liery Co ld_ act 

Wilson v Lubbock act 

Lubbock v Wilson act & motn for 
judgt (advanced by order) 

The Gresham Life Assce Soc ld v 
The Nar Valley Drainage Board 
act (not before Feb 1) 

The Dunlop Pneumatic Tyre Co, ld 
v New Seddon Pneumatic Tyre, 
&c, Co ld act 

Beale v Honess act 

Bastard v Bastard act 

In re Smith Bain v Smith act 
(security ordered) 

Henning v York Dramatic Syn- 
dicate, 1d act 

Kane v Kane act 

The Aberdare & Plymouth Co, ld v 
Hankey act 

Toppin v Lewis act 

Wilkinson v Leyland act 

In re Hedgecock Rawlinson v 
Hedgecock act 

Brooks v Middlemore act 

Jackson v The Normanby Brick Co 
ld act 

Lanchbury v Bode act 

Redway v The Success Publishing 
Co id act 


In re Battams & Hutchinson, Solrs, 
&c issue for trial set down by 
order 

Attorney-Gen v Siddall act 

Alcock v Pocock act 

Kirby v Armstrong act 

Child v Carlile & Jones act 

Tidmarsh v Hawtin act & counter- 
claim 

Wallis vy Barnard act 

Anderson v Sanders act 

Betts v Ballard act without plead- 


in 

Deter v Peters act 

Van Wyk v Van Wyk act without 
pleadings 

Merry v Pownall act 

Davies v Croucher act 

Solly v Wainscot act 

In re L’ Union Vinicoleld Davis v 
L’ Union Vinicole ld act 

Whitehead v Whitehead act 

Attorney-Gen v Lewin act 

Ecclesiastical Commrs for England 
v Earl of Ducie act (not before 
March 1) 

Murgatroyd v Murgatroyd act 

Lindeman v Stray act 

Luttrell vy Axminster Rural District 
Council act 

Remus & Temler v H Stevenson & 
Sons act 

Preedy v Mayor, &c of Gloucester 

t 


ac 

In re Walker Walker v Smith 
act 

Newman v Whaley act & counter- 
claim 

J Muirv LT Edminson act 

Moore v Tomlinson act 

Lord Windsor v T Owen & Co ld 
act 

Ward v Mann act 

In re Grindey Olews v Grindy 
act 

Kennedy v Taylor act 

The Dunlop Pneumatic Tyre Co ld 
v New Ixion Tyre & Cycle Co ld 


act 

Hudson v Withall act & m f j 
(transferred from North, J) 

Ashby v Holsworth act 

In re Bagshawes ld & Co’s Acts 
motn with witnesses (first motion 


day) 
Lubbock vSalt act&mfj 
Mackellar v Smurthwaite act 
Cockle v Lutyens act 





(pleadings to be delivered) 





Brain v Sydney & Crump Meadow 
Collieries Cold mf i 

Williams v Knill act (Cardiff DR) 

Carpenter v The Dolgelly Urban 
District Council act 

Read v Binden act 

The United British Castor Oil Cold 
v Nat Telephone Cold act 

Hayward v Brittan act 

In re the Co’s Acts, 1862 to 1893, 
and In re The Civil, Naval, & 
Military Outfitters motn pt 
hd entered in Witness List by 


order 
Smith v White act &m fj 
Baxter v Middleton act set down 
by order (Jan 18, with an adj 
eummns) 


Cause for Trial (without witnesses). 
Bone v Bone act 


Adjourned summonses. 
In re Miller’s Patent, No 8,655 of 
1890, & Patents &c Act adj sums 
In re Hoolahan, infants adj sums 
Attorney-Gen v Siddall adj sums 
In re Smith Hocking v Smith adj 


sums 

In re Paget In re Mellor Mellor 
v Mellor adj sums 

In re Middleton & Baxter & V & P 
Act, 1874 adj sums (to come on 
with action on Jan 18) 

In re Wood Wood v Wood adj 
sums 

In re The South Campanile 
(Almeira) Iron Ore Co ld Societie 
Miniere del’ Estragne Meridionale 
v South Campanile (Almeira) Iron 
Ore Co ld 7 sums 

In re The came (expt? dfts T Morel 

& | adj sums 

In re The Same (expte plts) adj 
sums 

In re Gilbert’s Trusts adj sumses 
2 


In re J Mason’s Will adj sums 
In re Maughan, infants adj sums 
In re Baker Oolvinv Baker adjd 


sums 

In re White Pennell v Franklin 
adjd sums 

Harris v Sleep adjd sums 

In re Prince & Hobb & V & P Act, 
1874 adjd sums 

In re Lilley Nicholev Lilley adjd 
sums (witnesses) 

In re Lowes Lennox v Moore 
adjd sums 

In re Hart Hesse v Hart adjd 


sums 

In re Green Carlyllv Clay adjd 
sums 

Wade-Gery v Handley 


jd sums 

In re Ford Bretherton v Thomson 
adjd sums 

In re Budd Dalzell v Anderson 
adjd sums 

In re Medows Norie v Bennett 
adjd sums 


Farther Considerations. 
Meissner v Monte Penna Forest Co, 
ld fur con 
In re Dawson Dawson v Dawson 
fur con 





Before Mr. Justice Romer. 


Causes for Trial (with witnesses). 
In re Miller’s Patent ptn entered 
in Witness List (restored) 
The Lagunas Nitrate Co, ld v 
Syndicate, ld act & two 
adjd sumus (heard for Byrne, J) 
ews dh ge tions filed) 
A Frankau & Co y Woods act (dft 
dead) 
The Paeumatic Tyre Co, ld v West 
London Rubber, &c, Co, 1d act 
—NO gues, 
&c, Acts entered in Wit- 





ness List (Jan 18) 





Schuller v Spanton act 

The Dunlop Pneumatic Tyre Co, ld 
v Wackerbath act 

Same ~~ ld v on oo act 
so un act unlo 
fe? Oo: | y Preston, Sc, Oo, Id : 

Sartoris v Rural, &c, Council of 

Skipper ¥ Bkipper act 

v 

In re Tulip Smith v Ramshaw 

on sumns entered in witness 
t 


Graydon v Bassett act without 
Th ton v Hunter act & counter 
im 


Harrop v Mayor, &c, of Osset act 

Stainton v Hornsey act 
Andrews v Cunningham act 

Sykes v Jennings Jennings v 
Sykes Same v Same Same v 
Same acts (consolidated) 
White v Adams act 

Hamilton v Cavendish act 
Hutchinson v Alliott act 

H Olark & Sons v Petrocokino 


act 
Petrocokino v H Olark act 
Ourtice v General Press Cutting 
Assoc ld_ act 


Brown v Thorn Thorn v Brown 
act & counter-claim 

Adams v Page act 

Armstrong v Lamb act 

Cardinall v London Agency ld act 

Lee v Gordon, the younger act 
(Leeds D R) 

Lumb v Bailey act 

Beswick-Darley v Myers act 

Farmer v R Lease & Son act 

Davisv Ohrly act 

Hamerton v Hamerton act 

Board of M ment of West 
London School District v Staines 
Urban District Council act 

Chambers v Wood act (Bristol 


D R) 
— v Milward act and counter- 


m 

Gomersall v Gomersall act 

Jones v Warsany act & mf j 

Wareany v Kressell act (transferred 
from Kekewich, J) advanced by 
order 

J H Hawkins & Co Id v Carrington 
act (Walsall D R) 

Bailey v Barrington (North End 
Cement, Brick, Tile, and Lime) 
Syndicate ld act & mf j 

Star Life Assce Soc v Pepperell act 

Hetley y Webber act 

Ingram v Langley act 

Hauteuville v Hauteuville act and 
counter-claim 

tga, Gib>von act 

Cope v Cope act 

Stogdon v Wilson act 

Knowles vy Cohen act 

Sudron v Inches act 

Croft v Gibbs act 

Spottiswoode v Kharaskhoma Ex- 

ring, &c Syndicate ld act (in 
uidation) 

Bearman v Ramuz act 

Pallen v British Medicinals Capsules 
Co ld act (pleadings to be de- 
livered) 


In re The Aa Trade-Mark 
182,688 of W J Rendell, & Patents 
&c Acts motn entered in Witness 


List (advanced by order) 

The Army & Navy Auxiliary Co- 
operative Supply ld v The Auxili- 
ary Stores ld act 

Simmons v Hayward act 

The Fifth Provident City, &c, Build- 
ing Soc v Perkins act 

The Carlshamn Spirit Co ld v De 

act 
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The Royal Baking Powder Co v 
Ms or y ,&Co motn to 
treated as mf j without plead- 
aha 


Morgan v Bayliss act & counter- 
claim 


Edison-Bell Phonograph Corpn ld 
v Rigg act 

Rootes v Shead act 

Locket v Hamlyn & Co act 

be: he v ee Urban District 


Simpson v The Midland Lace Co ld 


act 
Incandescent Gas Light Co ld v 
a Incandescent, &c, Oo ld 


aan v National Telephone Co ld 


act 

In re Fell Beresford v Beresford 
act & counter-claim 

Bramston v Manchester, Sheffield, 
&c, Ry Co act 

Davis v The Sussman Electric, &c, 
Cold act 

In re Preston Preston v Bonney 

v Bonney act pt hd 
restored & adjd sumns (heard for 
Byrne, J) 

Inman v Bishop Inman v G Scott 
& Co acts (consolidated) 

Brady v Haunan’s Gold Estates ld 


act 
— tv Teele act 
nv Haydon act 
Symons v Bellman act 
wallier vCarter act (advanced 
aan order) 
ith v Brookes act 
Semee v North Wales & Liver- 
pool Ry Committee act 
In re Carl Haggenmacher’s Patent, 
No. 10,644 of 1887 and No 13,443 
+h as petn entered in Witness 


Silverthorne vy Link act 

In re Birch Kent v Pettitt act 

Thomas v Horne act 

Wilson v Insurances Corporation ld 
act (not before Feb 11) 

Price Fothergill v Urquhart act 

Lewis v Newman act 

Climax Steel Tube Co v Griffiths & 


Co act 

Hazeldine v Farrant act 

De Witte v Addison act, counter- 
claim, & m f j 

Levy v Davis act 

Thomas v Penley act 

Barnes v De Montmort act 

Montagu v Gater act 

In re Chard v Chard act 

In reThe Marie Rose Gold Mining 
Co ld & Oo’s Acts (expte Rawson) 
_ ordered to go into Witness 


In re The Same (ex Brand) 
transferred from S tirlag, 3 J. 

In re Bull Wenn v Bail adjd 
sumns entered in Witness List 

In re The Sharkington Combined 
Pick & Shovel Syndicate 1d motn 
entered in Witness List 

In re Hattersley & Jackson’s Patent 
No 22,928 of 71895 ptn entered in 
Witness List 


Truman, Hanbury, Buxton & Co ld 
v Reeve act 

Anderson v Anderson act 

Jackson v Horner act without 


Sulley v Sulley act 
— lege, Oxford v Haxell 


Mawby v Parker act 

Umpleby v Smith act. 

Westwood beg ae Co, ld v 
Scott act (pleadings to be de- 


Bates v ell act 


C Wilson & Sons y Arden, 
Co act 


Hill, & 








ee ate | & Co (Blackburn Id) v Tay- 

or act 

Crossley v Handsworth Woodhouse, 
&e, id act 

Priestley + Oxley act 

Hobbs v Mills act 

Mayor, &c. of Newcastle on Tyne v 

neis act 

Same v Houseman act 

Cheasley v Cheston act 

Chetwynd v Allen act 

Heelis vy Warriner / 

Scott v Crossle 

Nat Prov Bank of of ‘England ld v 
Tominy act 

Ewen v Burnside act 

In re Mallam Mallam v Mallam 
act 

Roe v Roe act & counter-claim 

Symons v Clarke act 

In re Von Hangwitz Von Hang- 
witz v Von Hangwitz act 

Pickstock v Earle act 

Garstin (trading, &c) v Stafford 
act 


Browne vCalnan act 

Becher v Davey act 

Goodwin-Austen v Oapital & 
Counties Bank 1d act 

Joyce v Freeman act 

Franklin v Lee act 

In re Hale Lilley v Foad adjd 
sums ordered to go into Witness 


List 

Meikle v Curd act 

Roland v Farman act 

Guilford v Hart act 

Harvey v Greig act 

Evelyn v Howard act (without 
pleadings) 

Jurd v Beardsell motion entered 
in witness list (first witness day 
by order) 

P Philpot & Co, ld v Ward act 

Weaver v Jenner act (pleadings to 

©. be delivered) 

Baker v Dix & Warlow act 

Hockey v Self-Locking Roofing 
TileCo,1ld act & ook for judgt 

Everitt v Grout act 

Attorney-Gen v Society Established 
for Relief, &c of Theatre Royal, 
Covent Garden act 

Coleman v North act 

Wilkins & Denton vCruley act 


Causes for Trial. 
(Without Witnesses and Adjourned 
Summonses.) 
In re Seal, on &e (taxation) adj 
sumns pt hd 

In re Sykes Sykes v Sykes adj 
sumns 

In re Hodgson Taylor v Hodgson 
Hodgson v Hodgson adj sumns 
(2) not before Jan 20 

In re Murray Murray v Murray 
adj sumns 

Silverthorne v Link adj sumns 

Paley v Russian Copper Co ld adj 
sumus 

In re Seymour Luxford v Lefroy 

jj sumns 

In re Page In re Stuart Stuart v 
Stuart adj sumns 

In re Atkinson’s Estate adj 
sumn 

In re Peter Robinson Arnold v 
Robinson adj simns 

In re Lord Monson’ sSettled Estates 
& Settled Land Act adj sumns 

In re Brown Ellis v Brown adj 
sumns 

In re Henderson Henderson v 
Henderson adj sumns 

Gregory v Jenkins motn by order 

xt Davis Davis v Metcalfe 

In re Ellis” Wittaker v Ellis adjd 
sums 


re Oletheroe 
oS oak a698 tet Guendion 





Before Mr. Justice Wricurt. 
(Sitting as an additional Judge of 
e a 4 See 


Cuneaial (Winding. up). 
W Brock & Son ld (transfer pro- 


ceedings) 
African Landed Estates Co ld (for 
ion ane of order dated June 21, 
as regards applicant 
London & General ld tho com- 
pel attendance of witness) 
London & West of England Con- 
tract Co ld (leave to issue writ of 
attachment) 
Colonial Debenture Corpn ld (vary 
order refusing public exmn) 
Ormonde Gymnastic Olub, ld (for 
leave to issue writ of attachment) 
Southern Counties anne Bank, ld 
-.. tenuooal liquidator 
ional Onumenil Co ld (for 


a rg -_ Bank, ld (com- 


Veuve Monnier et ses Fils, ld (to 
enforce delivery of accounts) 


Chancery Division. 
Black v Williams & Victoria Steam- 
boat Assocn, ld (delivery up of 
possession) 


Conartie | [satne- -up). 
Petitions. 
Joseph Bull, “sy & Co, 1d (petn 
of M T Shaw & Co 
Glamorgan Oentral Permanent 
Benefit Building Soc (petn of the 


Co) 

Industrial Securities Investment 
Co. ld (petn of E A Hamblyn) 

Bidasoa Ry & Mines, ld (petn of F 
Thorn) 

Woolley Coal Co, 1d (petn of York- 
shire Banking Co, Id) 

Dawe & Co ld (petn of A Wit- 
church 

Candelaria Waterworks & Milling 
Co ld (petn of J L Whelen & 


anr) 
Eastern Counties Bacon Factory ld 


(petn of Lalor and Kindersley) 
Otis Steel Co 1d (petn of L Relton) 
G & S Bracknell ld (petn of The 


Continental Bottle Uo) 
South Kent Water Co (petn of J. 
Oakes & Co 


Pontypridd Improvements Co ld 
(petu of P J Dunn & ors) 


(List of Mr. Justice Wright to be com- 
pleted.) 


Before Mr. Justice Brzne. 
Causes for Trial (with witnesses) 
In re Tiffin Tiffin v Hamilton act 
restored 

—, v Wood act (pleading to 
be delivered) 

Vanderpant v Arnold act restored 

Blandy-Jenkins v Earl of Dunraven 
act, "Tath Jan, after pthd 

Dean v Sercombe, Son, & Co act 

Attorney-Gen v Kirk act 

Pye Smith v Marriott act 


Transferred by Order, dated May 
17th, 1897. 
— v Link act 
d Ry Co v Topliss act 
C de urea & Oo ld v Galindez 


Prail vGann act (deft bankrupt) 
oS. Murrieta & Co ld v Galindez 


pe... Harward act 

Bullivant & Oo v Iberian Iron Ore 
Co ld act 

Green v Hatchett act, counter- 
claim & m f j, and m f j on 
counter-claim 

Olark vy Sharp & Co act 





Martin v O'Driscoll & Co at 





Collins v Cooper act 

Grey v Wallace act 
Birmingham Breweries ld v Jams. 
son act 

Parr v Tompson act 

Sitwell v Worrall act 

Anderson v Manchester, S 
& Lincolnshire Ry Co act rested 

Snapper v Fox act 

Griffiths v —- of Bute act 

In re The Truffault Cycle & Tube 
Manufac Co ld & Co’s Acts 
motn entered in Witness List 

Thomson v Thomson act (not before 
Jan 18) 

Clarke v Odhams act 

Rice v Rice act, counter-claim, & 
mfj 

Bower v Browne act 

In re Marriott, Marriott v Marriott 
act 

Hawthorne v Scott act 

Marquis of Abergavenny v Parsons 
act 


Ibbetson v Clarkson act 

Bartlett v Spiking & Co act (not 
before Jan 24) 

Day v Challis act 

— v Mayor, &c of Portsmouth 


Universal pete Syndicate ld y 
Eadie 


In re Eagle Cardinall v Eagle 
act 

Tanton v Reeve act 

Brook v Brook act 

Birkinshaw v Hooley act 

Tuckeny v Barrett act 

Locock v Fortescue act 

Schroeder v Harris act 

=" Swann act (Cambridge 


) 
Ellison v Fawcett act 
Haigh v Coltman & Baker act 
Hyndman v Crawford act 
— v Mayor, &c of Morley 


Myton v Evans act 

Teaacs v Towell act 

Williamson v Haggas act 

The Home & Colonial Stores ld y 
World’s Tea Co act (not before 


March 1) 

Brickwell v Faldo act 

Hipkins & Son v Plant act 

L de Rothschild v Miles act 

In re Hughes, Faber v Gye act 

Owen & Co ld v The Barry Ry Co 
act 

In re Lucas, Govettv Lucas act & 


two third-party notices of dft © 


Schwabe 

Brown v Collings act 

Lyons v Oakshette act 

Wackett v Gingell, Son, & Co act 

Attorney-General v Dinas Steam 
Colliery Cold act 

Lewin v Hood act 

Abrahams v Partridge act set 
down by order 

Robertson v Gavin act 

In re Oakley, March v Oakley act 

In re Powell, Powell v Powell act 
Holthouse v Dessau act 

Dessau v Grueber act 

Robarts v Ormond act 

Genn v East Kerrier Rural District 
Council act 

Bernard v Nash act 

Bateman v Hertz act (plt dead) 

Way v Way adjd sumns en 
in witness list 

Roe v Crews act 

Ecclesiastical Commrs for England 
v Pinney act 

Fricker v Van Grutten act 

Stepney v Barry Port & Gwend- 
reath Valley Ry Oo act 

Pellow v Ohrly act 

Ryves v Ryves act 

ell vy MacAndrew act 
Lake v Archer Burton act 
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HIGH COURT OF JUSTICE.—QUEEN’S BENCH DIVISION. 
Masters 1x Oxamngnrs ror Hriary Srrrmes, 1898. 


A to F—Mondays, Wednesdays, and Fridays, Master Kaye ; Tuesdays, 
Thursdays, and Saturdays, Master Johnson. 
G to N—Mondays, Wednesdays, and Fridays, Master Macdonell ; Tues- 
days, Thursdays, and Saturdays, Master Walton. 
to Z—Mondays, Wednesdays, and Fridays, Master Archibald ; Tues- 
days, Thursdays, and Saturdays, Master Wilberforce. 


Ato F—All per by summons or otherwise in actions assigned 
to Master Pollock are to be made returnable before him in his own room, 
No. 173, at 11.30 a.m. on Tuesdays, Thursdays, and Saturdays. 

G to N—AIl applications by summons or otherwise in actions assigned 
to Master Butler are to be made returnable before him in his own room, 
No. 112, at 11.30 a.m. on Mondays, Wednesdays, and Fridays. 

0 to Z—All applications by summons or otherwise in actions assigned 
to Master Manley Smith are to be made returnable before him in his own 
room, No. 114, at 11.30 a.m. on Tuesdays, Thursdays, and Sa . 

The parties are to meet in the ante-room of Masters’ Chambers, and the 
summonses will be inserted in the printed list for the day after the sum- 
monses to be heard before the master sitting in chambers, and will be 
called over by the attendant on the respective rooms for a first and second 
time at 11.30, and will be dealt with by the master in the same manner as 
if they were returnable at chambers. By Orper or THE Masters. 








New South Wales Three per Cent. Loan.—The Bank of England will 

receive on Tuesday next tenders for £1,500,000 New South Wales Three 

Cent. Inscribed Stock, payable at in 1935. The minimum is 

at 99 per cent. The interest will be payable half-yearly on the Ist 

of April and the 1st of October, the first dividend, representing three 

months’ interest, being due on the Ist of April next. The of the 
loan are required for railway and other permanent public works. 





Somerutne ror Notutwe.—When the Poy weap of an article of con- 
sumption are prepared to send over 1,000,000 free sample tins to those who 
ef a post-card it is fair to assume the vendors must themselves have a 
good opinion of their specialité ; and when in addition they possess 
mt courage to ‘‘ put up” £5,000 in hard cash to pay for postage 
of samples it must be evident they have satisfied themselves they possess a 
good thing, and that it is better to demonstrate ically at the breakfast 
table than to depend upon mere assurances by advertisement. Dr. Tibbles’ 
Vi-Cocoa (Limited), 60, 61, and 62, Bunhill-row, London, E.C., are send- 
ing daily free sample tins of their special gen to the public, 
and as a result the sales are going up by leaps and bounds. This 
style of advertising has the merit of honesty, and that the public 
it is shewn by the statement that Dr. Tibbles’ Vi-Cocoa can now be 
obtained from grocers, chemist:, and stores everywhere, and the trade are 
unanimous in saying that no preparation of a similar has ever 
given equal satisfaction to their customers. To obtain a tin itis only 
to send a post-card, and the name of Soxicrrors’ Journnat should 
be mentioned.—[Apvr. ] 


For Turoat Inrrration anp Coven.—* bo ae Glycerine Jujubes ” 
Saye prove effective. They soften and clear the voice, and are invaluable 
to all suffering from cough, soreness, or dryness of the throat. Sold only 
in labelled tins, price 7d and 1s. 14d.—James Epps & Co., Ltd., Homao- 
pathic Chemists, London.—[Apvr.] 


Wannine To rpg as mom pve AnD Lessgrs.—Before ay 
chasing or renting a house, have the tary ts thoroug) 
Examined, Tested, and Reported Upon by an Expert Messrs. Carter 
Bros., 65, Victoria-street, Westminster. Fee quoted on receipt of full 
particulars, (Established 21 years.)—[Apvr.] 





THE PROPERTY MART. 
RESULT OF SALE. 


Mesers. H. E. Foster & Crawrrenp held their first Periodical Sale of the year (No. 610) 
y last, the total realized Among the lots 


at the Mart, E.C., on Thursday la being £15,990. 
sold were the following : eho 
REVERSIONS, &c. : £ 
Absolute to one-fifth of £1,049 2} per cent. Consols; life 57... ... Sold 70 
To a moiety of £1,178 23 percent. Consola —... sxe ves ws 385 
The whole of a Trust Fund of about £11,150, half in possession, 


half in reversion; also, in and five- 
twenty-fourths of West-end holds, producing £2,758 per 


Atsolute to one-fourth of £3,583 2} per cent. Consols ; life 66 
LIFE INTEREST 


WINDING UP NOTICES. 
London Gasette.—Fatvary, Dec. 31. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
Laurrep m Cuaxoznr. 
Cuesrearizip Trauway Co, Lintrsp—Creditors are on or before Jan 15, to 
send their names and addresses, and the of vy 
Par gd aly pm Ft Gluman gate, 4d. Jones & Middleton, 
Guztrn (Coo G Mixz, Lourep—Peta for winding 
Uirsated to be heard caden 12, Meakin: $0, Bt Andrew's molar for peta. Noto 
faqqenins mas sak Go heeeeeen es oe in afternoon of 
presented Dec 23, directed to 
for Challinors Shaw. Leck. solos 


for petner. Rating 26 qqpeasing Sat Shap Ce cheypaeies ast Gay ties ‘clock 
onan Pars Sr. {2% Co, soqeiest, 0 sess 
z = Strate TION are on or an 

81, to send their names and addresses, and the of claims, to 
Edward George Wills, 32, Blomfield me ye " 
Poxrak Stan Proraiztrany, Lomrep—Creditors are on or before Feb 9, to send 
their names and and the of or to 

a my 11, Queen st. & Co, St Michael’s Rectory, 
Barocin P. 


Tuomas Marspenw & Co, ge ya Se = in Se to send 
particulars r or claims, Frederick 
we st, Burnley. Garnett & Jackson, Burnley, solors 


solors petners. 
6 o’clock in the afternoon of Jan 10 
County Patatine or Lancaster, 
Luorep m Cmanozsy. 
Carrs Manvractrunixa Co, poy py — — 2 trey » 
13, was adjourned, and will be heard om Tuesday, Jan 11, at the Assize Courts, 
ys, . Grew 41, Corporation -} Manchester, agent f 
Townall, Ashton under solor . Notice om reach 
above-named not later than 6 o’clock in the afternoon of Jan 1 
FRIENDLY SOCIETY. 
Susrenpep ror Taree Mownrus. 
Baitisn Queen Faiznpty Buriat Socrery, British Queen, Bridge st, St Helens, Lan- 
caster. Dec 20 
London Gasette.—Turspay, Jan. 4. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIBS. 





Lisrrep m Omancsry. 
Baayeiey C Tavern Liurrzp—Creditors are required, on or before Feb 18,5to 
tend their names and addreoes, and the particulate of their debts or Cai, to Jains 
pasa bes Peneete Wesr Arnica, Linitzp—Petn for ited Dec 22, 
directed to be heard on Jan 12. Wyatt & Oo, 6, Clement's tnn, solors for 
Notice of must reach the above-named not later than 6 o'clock in 


e afternoon of Jan 11 
by = <y aS Liurrep (1m Votuntary Ligurpatiox) —All ond 
are on or 
the particulars of their claims, to Scllings & Co, solors, Cirencester 
Pgavvian Expcoration Syxpicats, Loarrep (1 
on or before 21, to their names 
to George Andrew Batchelor, 
row, solors 
Samuust Bartow & Lonrep—Creditors are required, on or before Feb 12, to send 
thelr nase ad iin co fe erate ee ola 





King st, Manchester Bullock & Co, Manchester, solors to 
Warrexavnt Exrenpep, Lanrrep—Creditors are 
their names and addresses, and the particulars of t 





mgm 68 and 64, New Broad st. Saunders, Boston House, New Broad st, 
Unsitmirep 1x CHANcERY. 

Co Gas Co—Creditors required, on or before Jan to their and 

vddresses, and the full particulars of their debts or claims, to W. , 40, 


st, Cowes, I.W. Wooldridge & Wilton, Sandown, I.W., solors for the company 








CREDITORS’ NOTICES. 
UNDER ESTATES IN CHANCERY. 
Last Day or Cram. 
London Gasette—Turspay, Dec. 14, 
Burt, Joux, Ventnor, I. W., Brewer Jan 17 Burt v Burt, North,J Sherlock, Ser- 
jeants’ inn, Fleet st 


Grea J Old sq, Lincoln’s Barrister-at-Law Jan 15 v 
vas, Joun 8q, inn, Mayall y Leigh, 


Registrar, 
Morey, Jony, sr henner = ig em ee. Tre Machen Jan 11 
O’Kry, Frsoanicn Currrenoey, Sowa buskbaae May 7 Hardcastle y O’Key, 


a Onslow South Jan 11 Pulford 
SranirorTs, : im, < rxnd ga Baroy v Staniforth, 
London Gazette.—Faivay, Dec. 17. 


Grssey, Bases Resmane, Cosemens, Settiay of, Seles Jan 17 Macfarlane v Baxen- 


Jour * ny TR. YLTON, South Afriea Aprill 
ollist Fowler, Romer, J Fowler, Old Bernt Tan, Chancery lane 
Linaxen, AsTaun, Prodaham, Uhechive, Goticitor 14 Linaker v , Registrar, 
Mensa, Lagwunrs, Eegiecs, Katie, Gis, Palen Jan17 Richards vy Morgan, 





In a moiety of £1,473 per annum; life 29... a ‘a ne i 2,750 
ANNUITY of £20 and Absolute Reversion to Legacy of £500 ... us? gy 360 
LIFE POLICIES : 

For £500; life 66 ae Side tg. ee a 200 

For £700 ; life 68 ae pap a NY Ga one * eae = 


ane 


For £500; life 68 oe, ee ae ee eee 


, Manchester, Solicitor Jan 14 Storer v Oulton and Storer v Storer, 
Groner gistrar’ Manchester ’ Bagar, Manshester is r 
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UNDER 22 & 23 VICI. CAP. 35. 
Last Day or Cram. 
London Gazette.—Fatpay, Dec. 24. 


Anpgrsox, James Kerr, Sherborne, Hants Jan 25 Prockter & Grimes, Princelet st, 
Spitalfields 
AraustronG, Joux, Shaftesbury avnue Jan 24 Fox, Paddington 


Biyrox, Cuanies, Kennington Feb1 Mackrell & Co,Cannon st 

Boanrp, Saran Anxz, Taunton, Somerset Jan 31 J Ruscombe & Co, Bridgwater 
Borrows, Tuomas, Northwich Jan22 Dixon, Northwich 

Bryant, Artuve, Dulwich, Butcher Jan 31 Collins & Collins, King William st 
Castie, Joxatuan, Handsworth, York Jan3i Bagshawe & Co, Sheffield 

Dororicn, Axtoxio, Cariiff, Timber Merchant Jan 31 Cook, Cardiff 

Exuiort, Evtzasetu, Higher Brixham, Devon Feb 16 Baker & Co, Newton Abbott 
Evans, Mary Axx, Wimbledon Jan 25 Wainwright & Co, Staple ian 

Evans, Witi1aM, Liantrissant, Glam, Engine Driver Feb7 Bradley, Cardiff 

Gagor, Tom, Woolwich Feb1 Allen & Edwards, Gt Winchester st 

Garnett, Mary, Hertford Jan31. Radcliffe & Co, Craven st, Charing Cross 
Go@pcuitp, Catuerixe, Hampstead Feb1 Hanhart, Southampton st, High Holborn 
Govu.p, Aniaatt, Hops, Derby Jan 31 Bagshawe & Co, Sheffield 

Gow-Srevart, Rose Eruer, Brighton Feb14 Munns & Longden, Old Jewry 

Hicks, Grorcz Marrurw, St Leonard’s on Sea Jan 31 Russell & Co, New inn, Strand 
Hvuaatys, Saran Hottoway, Hampstead Febi1 Waltons & Co, Leadenhall st 
eee, conn, Hulme, Manchester, Commission Agent Jan 17 Crofton & Co, Man- 
Sem, Wituiam Hause Gairy, Glandwr, nr Dolgelly Jan 25 Baker & Nairne, 
Kinsmay, hn Devon, Gt Torrington Jan 31 Matthews, Gt Torrington 

Maazr, Tuomas Wittram, Leeds Febi1 Carpenter, Durham 

Marsu, Geonce, Deepcar, nr Sheffield, Shopkeeper Jan 24 Laycock, Sheffield 

em, ata Burham, nr Rochester Jan 31 Berkeley-Calcott & Co, Lincoln’s inn 
Mennses, Atrrep, Haworth, York Jan27 Weatherhead & Knowles, Bingley 

Oxivigr, Jony Jos1as Conypears, Guildford Jan 21 Carlisle & Co, New sq, Lincoln’s 
Oseeas, Davis, Bowrd Jani7 Barnes, West st, Finsbury circus 

Ovvay, Matitpa Hannan, Lymington Jan 25 Quayle & Ouvry, Arundel st 


Owens, Witi1aMm Stewarp, Sittingbourne, Kent, Wine Merchant Jan17 Wiach & Co, 
Sittingbourne 





Prowmay, Saran Esty, Anerley Park Jan 31 Phelps & Co, Aldermanbury 


BANKRUPTCY NOTICES. 
London Gazette.—Fruivay, Dee. 31. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 


Baiaas, Joux, Workington, Cumberland, Grocer Cocker- 
mouth Pet Dec 24 Ord Dec 24 
Davipsox, Joun Anpnew, Low Harker, nr Carlisle, Farmer 
Carlisle Pet Dec 29 Ord Dec 29 
Hauuiwe.i, Epwarp, Blackburn, General Dealer Black- 
burn Pet Dec 23 Ord Dee 23 
Harvey, Harry, Ipswich, Ham Dealer Ipswich Pet Dec 
Ord Dee 23 Dee 21 


Pet Nov 15 Ord Dec 24 
Pet Nov 15 Ord Dec 24 


Dee 23 Ord Dec 


Kisca, Freperick Jameson, 


Hicos, Samurn, Stratford, Eesex, Licensed Victualler | Mackay, Doxaup, Folkestone, Boarding house Keeper 


High Court Pet Dec 28 Ord Dec 28 Canterbury Pet Nov 20 


Marsu, Lovis Far a Mc 2 igh | Mansu, Lovis Frepraicx Moses Baronsfield ri, 8t 
Hy Ul RFDERICK Mosgs, Bournemouth Hig arg 4 5 ’ 3 24 
Moraay, W E, C e i se i Reap, Cuarves, Peckham rd, Licensed Victualler High mouth 
hancery lane, Public house Broker High v7 ie “9 


Court Pet Dec 24 Ord Dec 24 


Court Pet July9 Ord D-c 24 - q 
Suernerv, Atrrep, Rhyl, Flints, Upholsterer Bangor S8tickixos, James, Peckham 
Pet DecG Ord Dec 29 Ord Dee 23 


FIRST MEETINGS. Nov 24 Ord Dec 23 


Dicxesoy, Jorn Grorce, Durham, Cowkeeper Jan 7 at 3 
0 , 25, John st, Sunderland 

Hiaoes, Samver, Stratford, Licensed Victualler Jan7 at 

Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

Hocurox, Wituiam Henry, Burnley, Grocer Jan 7 at 2.30 
Off Rec, Byrom st, Manchester 

Jones, Faeperic Toruam, Niton, I of W, Hotel Proprietor | 
Jan 8at3 Off Rec, Newport, I of W 

Mazsn, Louis Faepericx Moses, Bournemouth Jan 7 at 
11 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

Moroax, W E, Chancery lane, Public house Broker Jan 


Tucker, Josern, Crowhurst, Sussex, Farmer Oxford Pet 


RECEIVING 


20 Ord Dec 30 


7at12 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st | Barnxwortn, Frank, Neath, Glam, Fish Dealer Neath | 


Porritt, Josian, A.sent Porritt, and MarsHatu | 

Pornitt, Ley a Spinners Jan 12 at 11 

, 22, Park row, 8 Mattress Maker Dewsbu 

Seevey, Tuomas Witiiam, Newmarket, Builder Jan9 at Browy, Zeruaxtan Marruew, 
10 ‘Off Ree, 5, Petty Cury, Cambridge Pet Dee 31 Ord Dec 3 


Pet Dec 30 Ord Dec 30 


1 
Suettoy, Tuomas, Llanwnog, Montgomerys, Sohoolmaster | Buncess, H M, Altrincham, Wholesale Provision Dealer, 
Ord Dec 30 
Sixct.arr, Epwarp, North Cowton, Yorks, Clerk Jan17 | Burien, Jouw~ Wriuiam Taco, Shrewsbury, Salop, 


Leather Merchant Shrewsbury Pet Jan 1 Ord 


Feb 10 at 10.30 1, High st, Newtown chester Pet Dec 4 


at 11.30 Court house, Northallerton 
Wee, Wituiam, Eastmeon, Hants, Farmer Jan 7 at 3 Js 


J , an 1 
, Cambridge Junction, High st, Portsmouth Eva _ Wituiam Joux, Bala, 


Witpman, E, Hammersmith Jan 7 at 12 -Bankrupte 
bldgs, Carey st — 


ADJUDICATIONS. 
Barpexer, Evaex, Golden lane, Walking Stick Manufac- 
turer HighCourt Pet Nov18 Ord Dec 28 
Beckett, Cuances Rocer, Dalton in Furness, Timber oollen Manufacturers 
Ulverston Pet Dec3 Ord Dec 23 Dee 31 


Wrexham Fet Dec 30 
Hosson, Witt1am, Woolfold, 
Ord Dec 30 


Betts, Jauns, St Peter’s, Kent, Schoolmaster Canterbury | Kyicur, Josspa Joun, Brixham, Devon, Fisherman 
Dec 2 e Plymouth Pet Dec 31 Ord Dee 31 
-Baiaes, Joux, Workington, Cumbrid, Grocer Cocker- | Lacy, Wim.1am,,Burnley Burnley Pet Dec 10 Ord Suzrwoop, Tuomas, Manchester, Accountant Manchester 
mouth Pet Dec 23 Ord Dec 24 Dec 31 Pet Dec 22 23 


Ord Dec 23 





Doe Joun Aen Low Harker, nr Carlisle, Far- | Lamoxp, Gongass, Wanem, Hotel oat High Court Pet Wau, ( Oscar, Rusholme, Manchester Manchester Pe 3 


28 Ord Dee 29 Nov 15 





Merchant Kingston upon Hull Pet Nov1 Ord | 


ADJUDICATION ANNULLED. 


Cuitp, Paixce Frepericx Cuarces, Leeds, Clerk Leeds Merthyr T dfil Pet Dec 30 O; 
Adjud March 28, 1895 Annul Dec 13, 1897 


London Gazette.—Tuespay, Jan. 4. 


Bamrortu, Grores, Slaithwaite, York, Plasterer Hud- 
dersfield Pet Dec 31 Ord Dec 31 ‘ 
Barnett, Isanecia, Cardiff, Jeweller Cardiff Pet Dec | 


Broapuurst, Herman Sreap, 


Pruwxett, Mernick Saawe, Flint, Rhyl Jan 31 Gamlin & Williams, Rhyl 

Paruuirs, ALrrep Ricuarp, Rhyl, Flint Jan3i Gamlin & Williams, Rhyl 

Preston, the Rev Taomas, Cambridge Feb8 Cobbold & Co, Ipswich 

Ruopes, Wittiam Suxpertanp, Morley, Yorks, Woollen Manufacturer Feb i ; 
Scatcherd ly 8 ° 

Ricwarpsoy, Wittiam, Cutlery Manufacturer, Sheffield Jan 22 Simpson, Sheffield 

one! Epwarp Frercuer, Morley, Yorks, Cloth Manufacturer Feb1 Scatcheng 

Somerset, Henny, Halfway, nr Newbury, Berks Jan 25 Leader, Mark lane 

Tass, Any, Clapham Jan 31 Yarde & Loader, Raymond bldgs 

Tapp, James, Clapham Jan3l Yarde & Loader, Raymond bldgs 

Terry, Toomas Henry Crarxe, Walton on Thames March 1 Woodrooffe & Burgess, 
New sq, Lincoln’s inn 

Wanrsurton, Anna, Pateley Bridge, York Dec 31 Calvert & Son, Masham 

bana a Rours, Sittingbourne, Kent, Boot Maker Jani17 Winch & Co, Sitting 

urne 
London Gazette.—Tursvay, Dec. 28. 

Ap.iy, Farpeatcx Cuarves, Bodicote, nr Banbury, Oxford, Solicitor Jan31 FJ &@j 
Braikenridge, Bartlett’s bldgs 

Borpass, James, Gt Driffield, York,Chemist Jan 31 Brigham, Gt Driffield 

Brust, Josernu, Bristol, Licensed Victualler Feb 10 Tarr & Arkell, Bristol 

Cornisu, Wiit1am Rosert, CIE, Worthing Jan3l R den & Co, Leadenhall st 

FvAankuin, Frepertcx, Exeter Feb 28 Burch & Son, Exeter 

Franky, Mary Ann, Exeter Feb28 Burch & Son, Exeter 

Ge.., Tomas, Manchester Jan 22 Nadin, Manchester 

Joseru, Isaac, Hackney rd, Clothier Jan22 Coburn, Leadenhall st 

Lampert, Danret Aubert, Battersea Jan 22 Jones, High Holborn 

Mocx.er, Rovert, Hove, Sussex Jan 27 Saulez, Brighton 

Nosuz, Evizasetra, Oppidans rd, Primrose Hill Jan 23 Twist, Bedford row 

Picxur, Mary, Thornham, Lancs Jan 31 Lees, Birkenhead 

Pryce, Lavra Gaismonp, Newtown, Montgomery Jan 31 N H Smith, Coleman st 

RicHarps, JAMES, Binge upon Hull, Hay Dealer Feb 18 Middlemiss & Peareg, 





Kin m upon Hull 
Somare, oa Henay, Bloomsbury, Coffee House Keeper Jan 22 Jones, High 
rm 


Srowers, Ann Frances, Epsom Jan 31 Bridgman & Willcocks, College hill 
Watxer, Marrna, Wakefield Jan 14 Stonehouse, Wakefield 
Wootpgipeez, Avousta Mary, Patcham, Sussex Feb1 Sterry, Surbiton 


Gisss, Eaxest Wiiutam Ceci, Tulse hill High Court Leask, Howarp Hoorer, Blackheath, Insurance Agent 


| High Court Pet Nov6é Ord Dec 29 


Gises, Fexperick Taomas Meaps, Kilburn High Court | Lesow:pver, Davin, Leeds, Grocer Leeds Pet Dec ® 
Ord Dee 30 


HAiiwE.t, Eowasp, a, General Dealer Black-| Marss, Henry, Southsea, Hants, Wholesale Fruiterer 

burn Pet Dec 23 Ord Dec 23 

Hanvey, Harry, Ipswich, Ham Dealer Ipswich Pet | Matrnews, Jaxx Rymer, Almondsbury, Gloucester 
23 


Portsmouth Pet Dec 30 Ord Dec 30 
Bristol Pet Deeil Ord Dec 30 


Haypow, Emmy Karsg, I of Thanet, Kent, Blacksmith | Morais, Gezoras, Morchard Bishop, Devon, Farmer Exeter 
Canterbury Pet Dec7 Ord Dec 23 


Pet Dec 17 Ord Dec 31 t 
Nasu, Witu1am Joun, Waltham Cross, Hertford, Licensed 
Victualler Edmonton Pet Dec 20 Ord Doc 30 
| Peckert, Frepericx, Featherstone, Yorks, Draper 
Barnsley Pet Dec 3i Ord Dec 31 
Riprorp, Georce Wiiu1aM, Southampton row, Law Clerk 
Cambridge Pet Jani Ord Jan1 
Reve, Ervest Ausert, Alrewas, Statfs, Painter Ply- 
Pet Dec 30 Ord Dec 30 
eg ay th yen T nay Tobacconist Ports- 
igh Co et Sept 24 mou et 30 30 
amp Sams tet fy | Riepex, Evizapeta Hapvey, Leicester, Ladies’ Outfitter 
Leicester Pet Dec 30 Ord Dec 30 : 
Riya, Dayizu Epwy, Yeovil, General Grocer Yeovil Pet 
Dec 30 Ord Dec 30 
Rosemayx, Aaron Enwnest, Dowlais, Farnitura Dealer 


Kingston upon Hull, Corn 


Ord Dee 23 


rd Dec 30 
Sevens, Fey endal, Fish Merchant Kendal Pet De 
30 


ae > Stowe, Blacksmith Gt Grimsby 

et 31 31 

ORDERS. | lr Bradford Bradford Pet Dec 31 Ont 
1 


Sowerby, Georez, Lemington, Northumberland New 
castle on Tyne Pet Dec 30 Ord Dec 30 

| Sroruarp, Taomas SixpeRson, Blyth, Nottingham, Farmae 
Sheffield Pet Dec 31 Ord Dec 31 

Urisy, Witz Water, Sowerby Bridge, Yorks, Hatter 
Hatifax Pet Dec 30 Ord Dec 30° . 

Vincent, Caantes Hexay, Haverhill, Suffolk, Solicitor 
Cambridge Pet Dec 30 Ord Dec 30 

Waaxe, Josern, Porthill, nr Burslem, Builder Hanley 
Pet Dec 14 Ord Dec 30 

Wueetwricut, Tuomas Ampatett, Leicester, Groce? 
Leicester Pet Dec 30 Ord Dec 30 

Wuit.ock, Frepericx Butstrrope, Nottingham, Branch 
Bank Manager Nottingham Pet Dec9 Ord Dee 3L 

Merioneths, Watchmaker | Witkinsox, ALFrgep, and Joseru Srencer, Br. 
ec Bradford Pet Dec 31 Ord Dec 31 : 

Bury Bolton Pet Dec 30 | Woop, Jonw Maxtnsoy, Ingol, nr Preston, Corn Merchant 

Preston Pet Dec 17 Ord Dec 31 


Staincliffe, nr, Dewsbury, 
Pet Dec 30 Ord Dec 30 
mington Spa Warwick 


Howaarp, Wiuram, Crewe, Butcher Nantwich Pet Dec 30 | Woopwarp, Jauzs Apa, Southshore, Blickpool, Surveyor 
Ord Dee 30 Preston Pet Dec 30 Ord Dec 30 


Kerstey, Cuartes Henry, and Georcs Kersiry, Leeds, Woousry, Waasen, Ot Yarmouth, Twine Spinner @& 


Leeds Pet Dec 16 Ord Yarmouth Pet $1 Ord Dec 31 


Amended notices substituted for those published in the 
London Gazette of Dec 28: 


Ord Dee 
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FIRST MEETINGS. 


Ayruoxy, JouN, Chesterfield, Innkeeper Jan 11 at 4 

Angel Hotel, Chesterfield 
wsucsa, Jos, Cannock, Staffs, 

atll Of Rec, Walsall 

ABTINGSTALL, Aerace Warraxer, and James Hatuipay, 
Silsden, Yorks, Worsted Manufacturers Jan 14 at 10 
Off Rec, 31, Manor row, Bradford 

Canrevo, Faaxx, Sandown, I W, Ironmonger Jan 14 at 
12 Chamber of Commerce, 145, Cheapside 

Causter, Netsox Syevuxe, Sutton Coldfield, Bank 
Manager Jan !3at11 174, Corporation st, Birming- 


Greengrocer Jan 12 at 


ham 

Cxicx, Jouy Henny, Mildenhall, Suffolk, Sais 
Jan 28at 11.30 Angel Hotel, bury St Edmun 

Davinsoy, Jous Axparew, Low Harker, nr Carlisle, Farmer 
Jan 18 at 12 Off Rec, 34, Fisher st, Carlisle 

Buus, Farpericx Geonce Witiiam, Gateshead, Durham, 
Draper Jan 1zat11 Cooper & Co, 145, Cheapside 

Fawoetr, Cuantes Arrour, Dewsbury Jan 13 at 11 
Off Rec, 22, Park row, Leeds 

Fisca, Wittiam Hewry, jun, Lowestoft Jan 11 at 10.20 
Lovewell Blake, South Quay, Great Yarmouth 

Feasex, Witt1aM Farrparry, Bootle, Lancs, General Mer- 
ehant Jani2ati2 Off Rec, 35, Victoria st, Liver- 


Baviweut , Epwaap, Blackburn, General Dealer Jan 12 
at1 County Court house, Blackburn 


Hanvey, Hanny, Ipswich,Ham Dealer Jani2at2 Off 
Rec, 36, Princes st, Ipswich 
Wi.iiam, Woolfold, Bury Jan 13 at 11 16, 


Hosson, 
Wood st, Bolton 

Hupsox, Cuarces, Walsall, Postman Jan 12 at 11.30 Off 
Rec, Walsall 

Hyox, Frevenricx, Aston, Birmingham, Wholezale 
Fruiterer Jan l4at11 174, Corporation st, Birming- 


ham 

Ives, Exxest Atvert, Bradford, Carrier Jan12at12 Off 
Ree, 31, Manor row, Bradford 

Joux, Josern, Bettws, nr Bridgend, Collier Jan 13 at 11.30 
Off Rec, 29, Queen st, iff 

Jonpax, ALrnep Jony, Brighton, Carrier 
Cff Rec, 4, Pavilion bldgs, Brighton 

Kensisy, Cnarvrs Henry, and Geonce Kersuey, Leeds, 


Jan 11 at 12 


Woollen Manufacturers Jani2 at 12 Off Rec, 22, 
Park row, Leeds 
Lamwoxp, Corpet1A Warpe, Hotel Cecil Jan 11 at 12 


Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 
Laasx, Howarp Hoopsr, Blackheath, Insurance Agent 
Jan llat1i_ Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 
Lucas, Joszru, Wollaston, Northamptons, Engineer Jan 
llat11 County Court bldgs, Sheep st, Northampton 
Muzicuamr, Rosert Greorce, Weston rd, Here- 
ords, Farmer Janillatil 2, Offa st, Hereford 
Mostimone, Anprew Georce, Kingsteignton, Devon, 
Grocer Jan 13 at 10.30 Off Rec, 13, Bedford circus, 
Exeter 
NiourixGae, Fasperice Ricuarp, and Joun Nieauiine- 
Gate, Heaton, Newcastle on Tyne, Hairdressers Jan 
x at 11.30 Off Rec, 30, Mosley st, Newcastle on 
'yne 
Noara, Atraep, West Bromwich, Baker Jan 14 at 2.5 
County Court, West Bromwich 
Paaraou, Henny Cuamper.ais, Streatham, Builder Jan 
13at3 30 24, Railway app, London Bridge 
Paizstitxy, Mautox, Wibsey, Bradford, Innkeeper Jan 
13at3.30 Off Rec, 31, Manor row, Bradford 
Puen, Wi..1aAmM, Michaelehurch Escley, Herefords, Inn- 
keeper Janllatil 2, Offa st, Hereford 
Sait, Exxest Wittt1am Henay, Southsea, Hants, Surgeon 
Jan 11 at 3 Off Rec, Cambridge Junction, High st, 
Portsmouth 
Scates, Taomas Ronert, Bridlington, Butcher Jan 12 at 
11 Off Rec, 74, Newborough, Scarborough 
Sean, Wittiam Ricuarp, Harpole, Northamptons, Inn- 
keeper Jan 11 at 10.30 County Court bldgs, Sheep st, 
Northampton 
Suaw, Cuances, Sherwo 2d, Notts, Gardener 
Off Ree, 4, Castle pl, Park st, Nottingham 
Suita, Wittiem Henny, Smethwick, Warwicks Jan J4 at 
2 County Court, West Bromwich 
Srarxiss, Sanan, Martham, Norfolk, Laundress Jan 11 
at 10.30 Lovewell Blake, South Quay, Great Yar. 
mouth 
Tapener, Austin, Derby, Plater Jan 11 at2.30 Off Ree, 
40, 8t Mary’s gate, Derby 
TrownseLt, CHarLes Morais, Crawley, Sussex Jan 11 at 
8 Off Kec, 4, Pavilion bldgs, Brighton 
Tocxenr, Joseru, Crowhurst, Sussex, Farmer Jan 11 at 8 
1, 8t Aldate’s, Oxford 
Warkryson, Tuomas, Woodlesford, Yorks, Farmer Jan 
Watii Off Rec, 6, Bond ter, Wakefield 
Wavou, Rosert, Cardiff, Commission Agent Jan 13 atll 
Rec, 29, Queen st, Cardiff 
Woes, Ruizassre, Oxford Jan ll at 12 1, St Aldate’s, 
xfor 
Werxs, Moncan, Pontypridd, Glam, Commission Agent 
Jan 13at12 65, Highst, Meithyr Tydfil 
Wareiwiicut, Taomas Amputert, Leicester, Grocer 
Jan 11 at 12.30 Off Rec, 1, Berridge st, Leicester 
oo.sey, Wittiam, Great Yarmouth, Twine Spinner Jan 
jl at 10.40 Lovewell Blake, South Quay, Great 


Yarmouth 
ADJUDICATIONS. 


Apuixeroy, Josern Merant, Tunstall, Staffs, Schoolmaster 
Hanley Pet Feb5 Ord Dec 22 
Bamurontu, Groner, Slaithwaite, York, Plasterer Hud- 
dersfield Pet Dee 21 Ord Dee 31 
Neath Pet 


Bairxwortn, Frank, Neath, Fish Dealer 
Broapnurst, Herman Sreap, Staincliffe, nr Dewsbury, 


Jan 11 at 12 


Dec 30 Ord Dec 30 


Ww, gee oa, pita dl ad. ew 
Cornz, ee eee Dexyis Cornz, and Aaraur 
Poin. ~ le, Bootmakers High Court 
Eee hy zroeeet, Builder High Court 





Dicxssox, Jonw Durham, Cowkeeper Durham 
- ad Le boas. Dec : w 
vans, Writtam Jonx, Bala, Merioneths, Watchmaker 

Wrexham Pet Dec 30 Ord Dec 30 

Faases, Wit114M Farrparay, Bootle, Lancs, General Mer- 
chant Li Pet Nov 29 Ord Dec 

Hossox, Witttam, Woolford Bury, Lancs Bolton Pet 
Dec 30 Ord 3) 


Howanrp, Wittiam, Crewe, Butcher Nantwich Pet Dec 
30 Ord Dee 30 


Ixavetor, Frepericx Bescu, Newport, Mon, Commiseion 
y Mon Pet Dec 13° Ord Dec 39 
Kwsioent, Joseru Jouy, Brixham, Devon, Fisherman Ply- 
mouth Pet Dec 31 Ord Dec 31 
Leask, Howagp Hooper, Victoria st, lasurancs Agent 
h Court Pet Nov 6 ani 
— Davin, Leeds, Grocer Leeds Pet Dec 30 Ord 


Mansu, Hewry, Southsea, Wholesale Fruiterer Ports- 
mouth Pet Dec 30 Ord Dec 30 

Moroan, Wartow Evoar, Chancery lane, Public house 
Broker High Court Pet July 9 Ord Dec 30 

Moras, Georce, Morchard ishop, Deven, Farmer 
Exeter Pet Dec 17 Ord Dec 31 

Owex, Beysamin, Wrexham, Builder Wrexham Pet Nov 

Oo ~ Seaman tl A Licensed Victual 

wew, Ricuarp, Bryogwran, Anglesey, Lice - 

octet, Bango Be Beet Out Det ara 

ackITT, Farpenick, Barnsley, Yorks, Draper ey 
Pet Dec30 Ord Dec 31 

Pai.saicx, Horace, Southampton, Solicitor Southampton 
Pet Nov8 Ord Dec 31 

niet, —~ ee Minories High Court Pet Aug 10 Ord 


Poyytox, Ricnarv Hersert, anite, Derbys, Butcher 
Burton on Trent Pet Nov 23 Ord Jani 


Paror, Frank, Liverpool, Liverpool Pet O.t 22 
Ord Dec 30 

Raprorp, Georcs Witt1am, Southampton row, Law Clerk 
Cambri Jani1 Ord Jani 


Revert, Ernest Assert, Alrewas, Stafford, Painter 
Plymouth Pet Dec23 Ord Dec 30 

Ricnaeps, Harney, Landport, Tob Port 
Pet Dec 30 Ord Dec 30 

Ricgoen, Evizanura Hapvey, Ueicester, Ladies’ Outfitter 
Leicester Pet Dec 30 Ord Dec 

Rise, Daniet Epwy, Yeovil, General Grocer Yeovil Pet 
Dec 30 Ord Dec 30 


+h 





Roseman, Aaron Eanest, Dowlais, 
M yr Tidfil Pet Dec 29 Ord Dee 30 

Severs, Jous,{Kendal, Fish Merchant Kendal Pet Dec 30 
Ord Dec 30 


Furniture Dealer 





Sue.toy, Tuomas, Llanwnog, Schoolmaster Newtown 
Pet Dec 21 Ord Jan 1 

Suzewoop, Tuomas, Manchester, Accountant Manchester 
Pet Dec22 Ord Dee 30 

Sueruerp, Atraev, Rhyl, Flints, Upholsterer Bangor 
Pet Nov25 Ord Dec 31 

Simpson, Cuartes, Walworth, Salesman High Court Pet 
Nov13 Ord Dee 30 

Stater, Henry, Great Grimsby, Blacksmith Great | 


Grimsby Pet Dec 3i Ord Dee 31 
Saira, Agraur, Bradford, Grocer’s Manager 
Pet Dec24 Ord Dec 31 


Bradford 


Sowersy, Georos, Lemington, Northumberland, Company | 


Director Newcastle on Tyne Pet Dec 30 
Ord Dee 30 
Srarxins, Sanan, Martham, Nofolk, Laundress Gt Yar- 
mouth Pet Dec1 Ord Jan1 


Sroruarp, Tuomas Sinpersoy, Blyth, Nottingham, Farmer 


Sheffield Pet Dec 31 Ord Dee 3i 


Uriey, Witte Wacrer, Sowerby Bridge, Yorks, Hatter | 
Halifax Dec H 


Pet 30 Ord Dec 30 

Vive, Bensamix, Eastbourne, Laundry Keeper Eastbourne 
Pet Dec 16 Ord Dec 30 

Wueetwrient, Taomas Amrputerr, Leicester, Grocer 
Leicester Pet Dec 30 Dec 

Woopwarp, James Avam, South Shore, Blackpool, Sur- 
veyor Preston Pet Dec 30 Ord Dec 30 

Woo.sey, Wittiam, Gt Yarmouth. Twine Spinner Gt 
Yarmouth P.t Dee 31 Ord Dee 31 


| 


Amended notice substituted for that published in the 
London Gazette of Aug. 31 : 
Srockxey, Heaseat Hearaer Hanetsox, Central Markets, 
Butcher High Court Pet July 283 Ord Aug 19 





4U letters intended for publication in the 
“* Solicitors’ Jowrnal” must be authenticated 
by the name of the writer. — 

Where difficulty is experienced in procuring the 
Journal with regulasity, it is requested that 
application be made direct to the Publisher. 
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SAVE 90 TO 75 PER CENT. 


THE SAFE. & ‘DEED E BOX 


SU pun oF, WO Cco., 
®, F jh od 
_nunpneps OF TESTIMONIALS. 

21, 1896. 
court, Old Broad-street, London, E. 
Pe . iy el eee on = pleased with the Deed Boxes which 


ON. 





and now inclose cheque for 
£36 6a. 64.. fo amount of your account for same, which 
kindly receipt and return in duecourse. We be happy 
0 recommend your company to any of our friends who may 
equire Deed " ours faithfully, 

Poote & Rostysox. 


From Mr. Gnomes AYLWARD, opt 10 House, Cosham, 
ly to kant, and I am v 
fire 


7 
safe is d 
ced with ‘it; a if t tans 


enya Rp lar Resisting, Un- 
ha Ww aaah —-- 
ber Wide, 


*£2 15 

. *£8 0 

» *£8 & 
*£3 10 

in. +£4 0 
. £4 5 
in. +£4 10 
. £5 0 


t With 2 drawers an shelf. 
These are 5 to 6 inches less nside 
measurement. 

2 in, Fire chambers, best lever lock, - ah 
Fitted with Chubb’s Lock, 7s. 6d. each _— 


Wrought iron and steel Fire and Burglar tel 
pickable, Wedgeproof Book, Cash, and Jewellery 
Extra Srronc. 
No High WideDeep £ s. d. 
B966. 24 by 17 by 17 in. "6 80 
7. @by18 by 17in. *6 20 
S, 28 by 19 by 19in. *6 12 6 
. by 20 by Win. +7 26 
3 ppb fd 
- 34 by 23 by 22 in. 
. 86 by 24 by 23 in. 
. d0by 20 by 2 in. ¢9 10 
25 by 24in. 110 26 
ith 1 drawer. 
+ With 2 drawers. 
+ With 2 drawers and shelf. 
2} in. Fire resisting chambers, 
pemias, hese Sates Se trent, 
top, and bottom of door, very 
best lever lock, dw licate ke 
Fitted with Chubb’s Lock, 
7s. 64. each extra. 


Any size safe and strong-rovm doors quoted for on application. 


eee 


* 





— 20 “4 14 by * 
with strong iron stan 
and brass knobs and 


Locksare the best lever 
4 can be made, each 


ALPHABET CASE (2 doors). 
Made of Best Tinned 
Steel, with Best Lever 

Spring Lock and 2 Keys. 


Stock Siz-. 50 by 17 by 14. 
No. B19. £2 108. Od. 
May be made any size 
to Order. 
L LINES IN SALT BOXES. 
FOLDING 


All kinds of made and strong Rewms. Fitted, 
4. of our aero of money 


We supeinting agents in every Town, and shall be 
eeakeansmnns spplications from responsible men men calling 


PROBATE V 


ALUATIONS 


JEWELS AND SILVER PLATE, &c. 





SPINK & SON, Gotpsmrrus anv Stiversmrus, 17 ann 18, Piccapmiy, W., and at 1 . 
beg respectfully’ to announce that they aoe - 


GRAcECHURCH-8TREET, ConNHILL, Lonpon, E.C., 


appraiss the above for the Lzcat Prorzssion or purncHass the same for cash if 


lished 1772. 


Under the patronage of H.M. The Queen and H.8.H. Prince Louis Battenbera, K.C.B. 





TREATMENT OF INEBRIETY. 


DALRYMPLE HOME, 
RICKMANSWORTH, HERTS. 
For Gentlemen, under the Act and privately. 
For Terms, &c., apply to 
RB. WELSH BRANTHWAITE, 
Medical Superintendent. 


TREATMENT of INEBRIETY and ABUSE of DRUGS. 


HIGH SHOT HOUSE, 
ST. MARGARET'S, TWICKENHAM, 


For Gentlemen under the Acts and privatel Terms, 
2} to 4 Guineas. “s 


A Superintendent, 
p. BROMHEAD, | B.A., M.B. (Camb.), M.B.C.8. (Eng.) 


INEBRIETY. 


MELBOUEBNE HOUSE, LEICESTER. 
ym ved HOME FOR LADIES. 


: CHAS. J. BOND, FRCS. 
LRor tond. Pr gnileY, Aner. Boe 
Pager: A 


ey d Medical Refi F Mo Be 
an > ‘or terms 
apply Miss RILEY, or the Principal. 











EE 6O GUINEA 


SC 00L SHIP ‘CONWAY’ 


VERPOO 
FOR yamsiene 
YOUNG GENTLEMEN 
to pecome OFFICERS 
IN MERCHANT STEAMERS. 
-=FOR PROSPECTUS APPLY TO 
== THECAPT., AT.MILLER.R.N, 


EPPS'S COCOA 


Exrract rrom A Lectuse on “ Foops AND THEIE 
Vatugs,” sy Dr. a ae Be get nee —*Ij 
any motives of due or seco! 
of getting f fal food-value for money di Sean 
to weigh with us in ch , then I say that 
Cocoa (Epps’s being the sutritions} should te —_ 
to replace tea and coffee without hesitation. Cocoa is 
food; tea and coffee are not foods. This is the whele 
science of the matter in a nutshell, and he who runs may 
read the obvious moral of the story.” 











LONSDALE PRINTING WORKS, 


LONSDALE BUILDINGS, 27, CHANCERY LANE. 
ALEXANDER & SHEPHEAERD 
PRINTERS and PUBLISHERS. 
BOOKS, PAMPHLETS, MAGAZINES, 


NEWSPAPERS & PERIODICALS. 
And all General and Commercial Work. 


Every description of Printing—large or small, 
Printere of THE SOLIOITORS’ JOURNAL Newspaper. 


Auth advised with as to Printing and Publishing. 
ae Eatimates and all inf —— 7+ ~ ames 








GOLD PEN, 
WITH DIAMOND POINT, 


Anti-corrosive—Flexible—Durable—Adapting itsel 
to any Handwriting. 
7d, 


Price 6d. each; post-free, 
Holders— 


With ie Metal Pocket Holder, 
Or, with ont sg Bilver 


Fiuted Pattern, ieee, comatete 
Fluted Pattern, Telescopic 
Other patter in great vary. 





ALEXANDER & SHEPHEARD, 


27, CHANCERY LANE, LONDON. 


THE COMPANIES ACTS, 1862 TO 


the Acts 
Every requisite under above supplied 





_fit OUNE ant SE ot Se 


“MEMORANDA and ARTICLES OF 


ei hota Rane 


ved and 
hype oo ¢ engra’ wo 


Solicitors’ ’ Account Books, 


SSOC! 


D BENT! 


tor Sket 


RICHARD FLINT & 60,, 
vers, Registration 


49, °VLEET-STREET, LONDON, 


of Serjeants’-inn). 


_ Auneal ond other 


E.O. 





ESTABLISHED 1861. 


BIRKBECE BAN] 


= «= - £8,000,000. 





INVESTED FUNDS 


Namber of Accounts, 75,061. 
per CENT. INTEREST 


on DEPOSITS, repayable on demand. 
BE. na oe Se CENT. on 


a 
sold for customers. 


CURRENT ACCOUNTS, 
santhlly balances, when not drawn below &l 


SHARES, and ANNUITIES purchased & 


SAVINGS DEPARTMENT. 


mt. BIRKBECK ALMANACE, with 
Telephone No. 


65005. 
Telegraphic Address: “ BIRKBECK, LONDON.” 





ROBES FOR QUEENS COUNSEL AND 


full » 


SOLICITORS’ GOWNS. 


Law Wigs and Gowns f 


or Registrars, 
ks, and Olerke of the Peace, 


Corporation Robes, University and Olergy G 


ESTABLISHED 1689. 


o4, CHANCERY LANE, LONDOME, 





BRAND & CO.’S 
SPECIALTIES 


For INVALIDS 


ESSENCE OF BEEF, 


BEEF TEA, 


MEAT JUICE, 


from finest ENGLISH MEATS 


Of all Chemists and Grocers. 


BRAND & ©O., LTD., MAYF 
WORKS, VAUXHALL, 


W., & MA 
yi, 8.W. 


¥ 





PS pea oa ye 





